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ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Hazardous  Waste  Management  Fees.] 

Ordinance  amending  Section  1204  of  San  Francisco  Health  Code  Article  22  to  increase 
fees  for  hazardous  waste  generators  and  inspections  by  the  Department  of  Public 
Health  and  making  environmental  findings. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  Ncn^^man. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings. 

A.      The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Health  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
1204  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  1204.  FEES  AND  CHARGES 

In  accordance  with  the  single  fee  system  established  pursuant  to  Health  and  Safety 
Code  Section  25404.5,  hazardous  waste  generators  shall  pay  the  following  fees  and  charges 
to  cover  the  Department's  costs  incurred  in  implementing  and  enforcing  the  program 
established  by  the  Article: 

(a)  State  Surcharge.  Registrants,  and  pennittees  or  grantees  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  this  Article  shall  pay  to  the  Department  the  annual  State  surcharge  for 
general  program  oversight,  along  with  any  program-speclficsurcharges  established  by  the 

DOCUMENTS  DEPT, 

Mayor  Gavin  Newsom    - 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS  i  ^  'lK.'  Paoe  1 

SEP  nim^  .-hO  5/19^ 

N:\HEALTH\AS2008\9690147->iX)482900.DOC 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
~  ^BLIC  LIBRARY 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


Secretary  of  the  California  Environmental  Protection  Agency  pursuant  to  California  Health  and 
Safety  Code  Section  25404.5(b). 

(b)      Hazardous  Waste  Generator  Fee.  Hazardous  waste  generators  subject  to  the 
program  established  by  the  Article  shall  pay  an  annual  fee  based  upon  the  amount  of 
hazardous  waste  generated  during  the  preceding  year.  The  amount  of  this  fee  is  set  forth  in 
Chart  I.  Minimal  Quantity  Generators  shall  pay  an  annual  fee  of  $72  for  fiscal  year  2004 
(beginning  July  1,  2001),  $76  for  fiscal  year  2005  (beginning  July  1,  2005),  $80  for  fiscal  year  2006 
(beginning  July  J.  2006)  $87.  Minimal  Quantity  Generators  shall  be  exempted  from  the  annual 
base  fee  set  forth  in  Section  1 176(h)  of  Article  21  of  this  Code.  For  purposes  of  determining 
this  fee,  the  term  "Minimal  Quantity  Generator"  or  "MQG"  shall  mean  a  generator  that  meets 
all  of  the  following  requirements: 

(1 )  The  quantity  of  hazardous  waste  generated  by  the  generator  does  not  exceed 
50  pounds  per  month  or  500  pounds  per  year;  and 

(2)  Hazardous  waste  is  not  treated  on  site;  and 

(3)  The  generator  is  not  required  to  have  a  hazardous  materials  registration 
pursuant  to  Article  21  for  hazardous  materials  used  or  stored  at  the  site. 

CHART  I 

HAZARDOUS  WASTE  GENERATOR  FEES 


HW  QUANTITY 

Fiscal  Year 

Fiscal  Year 

Fiscal  Year 

Fiscal  Year 

GENERATEDA'EAR 

200^} 

2005 

2006 

2008-2009 

—  5  tons,  other  than  MQG 

$267 

$282 

$208 

$323 

5  —  25  tons 

$SSS 

$622 

$675 

25  —  50  tons 

$g22 

$S68 

$943 

50  —  250  tons 

$]  jyf} 

$j  2/J6 

$1.352 
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1 

250  —  500  tons 

$  1  548 

SI  728 

$1.876 

2 

500  —  1 ,000  tons 

^2  167 

$2  420 

$2.627 

3 

1,000  —  2,000  tons 

$3  3  ^0 

$3  509 

$3.809 

4 

2,000  +  tons 

$4  400 

$4  649 

9/2 

$5.333 

(c)  Tiered  Permitting  Fee.  Persons  operating  pursuant  to  a  permit-by-rule, 
conditional  authorization  or  conditional  exemption  sliall  pay  the  following  annual  fee,  based 
upon  the  type  of  permit,  except  that  in  the  case  of  persons  subject  to  more  than  one 
permitting  either  at  one  facility,  the  fee  for  all  tiered  permits  at  that  facility  shall  be  a  single  fee 
set  at  the  amount  of  the  fee  for  the  highest  applicable  tier: 

(1)  Permit-by-Rule:  $607 for  fiscal  year  2004  (beginning  July  1.  2004),  $64!  for  fiscal 
year  2005  (beginning  July  1.  2005).  $677 for  fiscal  year  2006  (beginning  July  1.  2006}  S735; 

(2)  Conditional  Authorization:  $J85  for  fiscal  year  2004  (beginning  July  I,  2004),  $195 
for  fiscal  year  2005  (beginning  July  1.  2005).  $206  for  fiscal  year  2006  (beginning  July  I.  2006)  $224; 

(3)  Conditional  Exemption:  $96  for  fiscal  year  2004  (beginning  July  1.  2004),  $102  for 
fiscal  year  2005  (bczinnins:  July  1,  2005).  $  1 07  for  fiscal  year  2006  (beginning  July  1.  2006)  $117. 

(d)  Inspection  Fee.  In  administering  the  provisions  of  this  Article  and  conducting 
inspections  pursuant  to  Health  and  Safety  Code  Sections  25185  and  25185.5,  the  Department 
shall  require  hazardous  waste  e  generators  and  persons  operating  pursuant  to  a  permit-by- 
rule,  conditional  authorization  or  conditional  exemption  to  pay  inspection  and  administrative 
fees  to  cover  the  Department's  costs  of  any  inspection  (other  than  a  routine  inspection) 
conducted  by  the  Department  when  it  has  reason  to  believe  a  generator  is  not  in  compliance 
with  the  hazardous  waste  laws  and  regulations.  The  fee  for  any  such  inspection  and 
associated  administrative  activities  for  each  hour  or  portion  thereof  for  inspections  performed 
during  business  hours  shall  be  $137  for  fiscal  year  2004  (beginning  July  1,  2001).  $1 45  for  fiscal 
year  2005  (beginning  July  1,  2005),  $153  for  fiscal  year  2006  (besinnins  July  1.  2006}$  166;  and  for 
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each  hour  or  portion  thereof  for  inspections  performed  during  nonbusiness  hours,  including 
Saturdays,  Sundays  and  evenings,  shall  be  $206 for  fiscal  year  200't  (beginning  July  1,  2004), 
$2 18  for  fiscal  year  2005  (beginning  July  1,  2005),  $2 30 for  fiscal  year  2006  (beginning  July  1,  2006) 
$250. 

(e)  When  the  real  property  where  the  site  is  located  is  owned  by  a  person  other 
than  the  operator  of  the  site,  it  is  the  operator's  duty  to  pay  any  inspection  and  administration 
fees.  However,  in  the  event  that  operator  fails  to  pay  any  inspection  and  administration  fee  as 
provided  for  in  the  Article,  the  City  and  County  may  impose  a  lien  on  the  real  property 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  this  Article  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code,  Chapter  10, 
Article  XX. 

(f)  Consultation  Fee.  The  Director  is  authorized  to  charge  a  fee  for  Department 
staff  to  consult  with  regulated  parties  subject  to  this  Article  or  their  representatives  concerning 
compliance  with  the  requirements  of  this  Article.  The  fee  shall  be  $137  for  fiscal  year  2004 
(beginning  July  1,  2004),  $145  for  fiscal  year  2005  (beginning  July  1,  2005),  $153  for  fiscal  year  2006 
(beginning  July  L  2006)$! 66. 

(g)  Beginning  with  fiscal  year  2007-2008,  no  later  than  April  1 5  of  each  year,  the 
Controller  shall  adjust  the  fees  provided  in  this  Article  to  reflect  changes  in  the  relevant 
Consumer  Price  Index,  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  In  adjusting  the 
fees,  the  Controller  may  round  these  fees  up  or  down  to  the  nearest  dollar,  half-dollar  or 
quarter-dollar.  The  Director  shall  perform  an  annual  review  of  the  fees  scheduled  to  be 
assessed  for  the  following  fiscal  year  and  shall  file  a  report  with  the  Controller  no  later  than 
May  1st  of  each  year,  proposing,  if  necessary,  an  adjustment  to  the  fees  to  ensure  that  costs 
are  fully  recovered  and  that  fees  do  not  produce  significantly  more  revenue  than  required  to 
cover  the  costs  of  operating  the  program.  The  Controller  shall  adjust  fees  when  necessary  in 
either  case. 
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DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 
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CECILIA  T.  MANGOBA 
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ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Hazardous  Materials  Fees.] 

Ordinance  amending  Section  1 176  of  San  Francisco  Health  Code  Article  21  to  increase 
fees  for  hazardous  materials  registration,  storage,  handling  and  inspections  by  the 
Department  of  Public  Health;  and  making  environmental  findings. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Tunes  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  Xcw  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  d o y blejj n de r IJ, n e„d . 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stflket^ugh  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

A.      The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Health  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
1 1 76  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  1176.  HAZARDOUS  MATERIALS  FEE  SCHEDULE. 

(a)  Fees  generally,  for  sen/ices  and  regulatory  functions  of  the  Department  of  Public 
Health  pursuant  to  this  Article  shall  be  as  provided  in  this  Section. 

(b)  State  Surcharge.  Registrants,  and  permittees  or  grantees  subject  to  the 
requirements  of  this  Article  shall  pay  to  the  Department  the  annual  State  surcharge  for 
general  program  oversight,  along  with  any  program-specific  surcharges  established  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  California  Environmental  Protection  Agency  pursuant  to  California  Health  and 
Safety  Code  Section  25404.5(b).         ,  .  ■ 
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(c)      Hazardous  Materials  Registration  Fees.  (1)  Registration  fees  shall  be  payable 
on  the  filing  of  a  complete  application  for  a  certificate  of  registration  and  on  annual  renewal. 
On  the  filing  of  an  addendum  disclosing  increased  quantities  or  previously  undisclosed 
hazardous  materials,  a  registration  fee  is  due  equal  to  the  difference  between  the  most 
recently  charged  registration  fee  and  the  fee  due  taking  into  account  the  information  in  the 
addendum. 

(2)      Registration  fees  shall  be  as  follows: 

(A)  Temporary  certificate  of  registration,  $N3  for  fiscal  year  2001  (beginning  July  1, 

2004)  ,  $151  for  fiscal  year  2005  (beginning  July  1,  2005),  $159  fiyr  fiscal  year  2006 
(beginning  July  1,  2006}  $172; 

(B)  Freight  forwarding  and  freight  transportation  services  establishments,  $285 for 
fiscal  year  2004  (beginning  July  1,  2004),  $301  for  fiscal  year  2005  (beginning  July  1, 

2005)  .  $3 19  for  fiscal  year  2006  (beginning  July  1.  2006)  $371; 

(C)  For  all  other  Registrants  subject  to  this  Article,  a  fee  determined  by  the  total 
quantity  of  liquids,  quantity  of  solids  and  quantity  of  gases  required  to  be 
registered  by  the  establishment,  excluding  hazardous  materials  contained  in 
underground  storage  tanks.  The  applicable  fee  shall  be  determined  by  adding 
together  the  appropriate  quantity  groups  as  set  forth  in  Chart  I  for  liquids,  solids 
and  gases  at  the  establishment  (excluding  hazardous  materials  contained  in 
underground  storage  tanks  in  order  to  arrive  at  a  quantity  group  total.  The 
corresponding  fee  for  each  quantity  group  is  set  forth  in  Chart  II. 

(D)  An  establishment  required  to  obtain  a  UST  permit  which  does  not  have  any 
aboveground  storage  of  hazardous  materials  subject  to  this  Article  shall  be 
exempt  from  payment  of  a  registration  fee. 
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CHART  I  QUANTITY  GROUPS 

2 
3 

Group 

Quantity  of  Liquids 

Quantity  of  Solids 

Quantity  of  Gases 

4 

No. 

(Gallons) 

(Pounds) 

(Cubic  Feet) 

5 

1  occ  than 

less  than  500 

less  than  200 

6 

2 

55   gg 

c;nn  QQQ 

200  —  1,499 

7 

3 

"1 00   499 

■]  000  1 ,499 

1,500  —  2,499 

8 
9 

4 

500   999 

-]  500  1 ,999 

2,500  —  3,999 

5 

-)  000  1 ,499 

2,000  3,499 

4,000  —  4,999 

10 

6 

1  500  1 ,999 

3,500  4,999 

5,000  —  5,999 

11 

7 

2^000  2,749 

5,000  7,499 

6,000  —  6,999 

12 

8 

2^50  3,499 

7,500  9,999 

7,000  —  7,999 

13 

9 

3  500  4,499 

1 0,000  14,999 

8,000  —  8,999 

14 

10 

4,500  5,499 

15,000  19,999 

9,000  —  9.999 

15 

11 

5,500  —  6,499 

20,000  —  24,999 

10,000  —  12.499 

16 

12 

6,500  —  7,499 

25,000  —  29,999 

12,500  —  14.999 

17 

13 

7,500  —  8,999 

30,000  —  39,999 

15,000  —  17,499 

18 

14 

9,000  —  9,999 

40,000  —  49.999 

17,500  —  19,999 

19 

15 

10,000  or  greater 

50,000  or  greater 

20,000  or  greater 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 
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CHART  II  CERTIFICATE  OF  REGISTRATION  FEE  SCHEDULE 


Quantity 
Group  Total 

Fiscal  Year  2004 


1 

$234 

2 

$244 

3 

$265 

4 

$Sjy 

5 

$3jf) 

6 

$40^ 

7 

8 

$/fg<) 

9 

$521 

10 

$5^3 

11 

$637 

12 

$JQ2 

13 

$766 

14 

$S29 

15 

$gQ5 

16 

$f)5'j 

17 

$1  Q22 

18 

$1  085 

19 

$1  J5J 

20 

$1  224 

21 

$1  299 
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Fiscal  Year 

Fiscal  Year  2005      Fiscal  Year  2006 

2008  -  2009 


$247 

$261 

$284 

$258 

$273 

$296 

$280 

$296 

$321 

$335 

$3S4 

$384 

$38Q 

$494- 

$436 

$425 

$44Q 

$487 

$47Q 

$4ff7 

$540 

$517 

$546 

$593 

$562 

$644 

$605 

$639 

$694 

$^73 

$711 

$772 

$74  J 

$783 

$851 

$ggg. 

$g55 

$928 

$874 

$<)26 

$1005 

$946 

$()()() 

$1.085 

$J  QJ2 

$1  069 

$1.160 

$1  030 

$j  J4J 

$1.239 

$j 

$1212 

$1.316 

$j  216 

$1  285 

$1.395 

$j  293 

$1  366 

$1.483 

$4-372 

$1  45Q 

$1.574 
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i 

22 

O 
C. 

23 

Ut449 

o 

24 

A 

25 

$1,598 

O 

26 

D 

27 

f 

28 

g 

29 

nj  7 

9 

30 

$2  003 

10 

31 

$2  039 

1 1 

32 

12 

33 

^2  259 

13 

34 

$2j345 

14 

35 

$2  130 

15 

36 

16 

37 

^2  601 

17 

38 

g2  686 

18 

39 

$2  750 

19 

40 

$2  811 

20 

41 

$2  378 

21 

42 

^2  Qjl 

22 

43 

$2  935 

z.<j 

44 

$3  028 

24 

45 

25 

Ut454                   $1,534  $1,665 

iim 

$hwi  Sim 

$h^ 

$hS4S  $LQ29 

Ur^  SUM 

$1026                   $2,016  $2.222 

$2,025                   $^rU9  S2J24 

S2J29 

S2r297  S2J32 

$2.297  S2A36 

S2r3^                  $2r522  $2,738 

$2_177                  $2,618  $2.842 

$^rW 

S2rm  iim 

$2,719                  S^7994  $3.153 

$2,838                  S2rW9  $3JI6 

$2,906                  S3t^  sum 

$2,973                  $3rU2  $3,411 

UM^  S1A89 

Ur295  mil 

$3,151  $1618 

Urm  $3AU 

sun 
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d.  UST  Permit  Fees.  A  person  required  to  obtain  a  UST  permit  shall  pay  an 
annual  fee  for  eacti  tank  at  each  site  $270 for  fiscal  year  2004  (beginning  July  I, 
2001),  $285 for  fiscal  year  2005  (beginning  July  1,  2005),  $301  for  fiscal  year  2006 
(beginning  July  1.  2006)  $327. 

e.  Miscellaneous  Other  Fee  Schedules.  Other  hazardous  materials  fees  shall  be  as 
follows: 

Type  of  Fee  Fiscal  Year       Fiscal  Year       Fiscal  Year       Fiscal  Year 

2m4  2m-  2m6  2008-2009 

Application  fee  for  UST  repair, 
modification,  removal  or 
closure  approval  and  up  to 
three  hours  field  inspection, 
per  site 

Field  inspection  fee,  per  hour 
(business  hours) 
Field  inspection  fee,  per  hour 
(Sat.,  Sun.,  evenings) 
Permit  Review  by  Department 
of  City  Planning 
Closure  plan  processing  fee 
and  up  to  three  hours  of  plan 
review 

Closure  plan  review 
exceeding  three  hours,  per 
hour 


$y2'1  $765  $808  $877 


U45-  ms-  $166 


$218  $230  $250 


$7-0  $74  $78  $85 


$ff/jg  $473  $500  $543 
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1 

Consultation  fee,  per  hour 

$4^  U4S 

$1 53               SI  66 

2 

Director's  Hearing  pursuant  to 

3 

Sections  1137(a)(3),  (4),  (5) 

$245  $266 

4 

and  (7) 

5 

Application  fee  for  a  Voluntary 

6 

Remedial  Agreement  with  the 

$439  $476 

7 

Director 

8 

Voluntary  Remedial 

&m  $166 

9 

Agreement  Fee,  hourly  rate 

10 

11 

f.       Additional  Fees  as  Penalties.  Additional  fees  assessed  pursuant  to  Sections 

1 1 20  and  1 1 20. 1  shall  be  as  follows: 

13 

14 

Type  of  Fee 

Fiscal  Year        Fiscal  Year 

Fiscal  Year        Fiscal  Year 

15 

2004  2005 

2ms  2008-2009 

Site  investigation 

$g()/}  $9<15 

$99S  $1.084 

17 

(maximum) 

18 

Failure  to  timely 

19 

obtain/renewal  a 

on 

Certificate,  or  permit  or 

^^^2  $339 

$4U  $446 

21 

grant  of  authorization, 

22 

unless  othenA/ise  provided 

23 

in  this  section 

24 

Failure  to  timely  register  a 

$171 

25 

temporary  storage  facility 
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12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


Failure  to  obtain  approval 

to  modify,  repair,  close  or  $^-084 
remove  an  UST. 
Failure  to  schedule  a  site 
inspection  prior  to  the 

$4'18  $473  $500  $542 

modification,  closure  or 
removal  of  an  UST 

g.  Application  Fee  for  New  Certificate  of  Registration.  Registrants  and  permittees 
shall  pay  an  application  fee  for  a  new  Certificate  of  Registration  $1 13  for  fiscal 
year  2004  (beginning  July  1,  2004),  $151  for  fiscal  year  2005  (beginning  July  1.  2005), 
$159  for  fiscal  year  2006  (bcsinninz  July  1.  2006)  $172. 

h.  Hazardous  Materials  and  Hazardous  Waste  Base  Fee.  Any  business  that  is 
subject  to  Articles  21 ,  21 A  and/or  22  shall  pay  an  annual  base  fee  $143  for  fiscal 
year  2004  (beginning  July  1,  2004),  $151  for  fiscal  year  2005  (beginning  July  1,  2005), 
$159  for  fiscal  year  2006  (beginning  July  1,  2006)  $172;  This  subsection  shall  not 
apply  to  Minimal  Quantity  Generators  as  defined  in  Section  1204(b)  of  Article  22 
of  this  Code. 

i.  Beginning  with  fiscal  year  2007-2008,  no  later  than  April  1 5  of  each  year,  the 
Controller  shall  adjust  the  fees  provided  in  this  Article  to  reflect  changes  in  the  relevant 
Consumer  Price  Index,  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  In  adjusting 
the  fees,  the  Controller  may  round  these  fees  up  or  down  to  the  nearest  dollar,  half- 
dollar  or  quarter-dollar.  The  Director  shall  perform  an  annual  review  of  the  fees 
scheduled  to  be  assessed  for  the  following  fiscal  year  and  shall  file  a  report  with  the 
Controller  no  later  than  May  1st  of  each  year,  proposing,  if  necessary,  an  adjustment  to 
the  fees  to  ensure  that  costs  are  fully  recovered  and  that  fees  do  not  produce 
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significantly  more  revenue  than  required  to  cover  the  costs  of  operating  the  program. 
The  Controller  shall  adjust  fees  when  necessary  in  either  case. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By:  [QMUO^ 


dilia  T.  Mangoba 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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City  Hall 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


080741 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  Section  1 176  of  San  Francisco  Health  Code  Article  21  to  increase  fees  for 
hazardous  materials  registration,  storage,  handling  and  inspections  by  the  Department  of  Public 
Health;  and  making  environmental  findings. 


July  16,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  22,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  1  Printed  at  11:39  AM  on  7/23/08 


File  No.  080741  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  22,  2008  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 


File  No.  080741 
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FILE  NO.  080740 


ORDINANCE  NO.  (53  -Q? 


1      [Diesel  Backup  Generator  Fees.] 
2 

3  Ordinance  amending  Section  2017  of  Health  Code  Article  30  to  increase  fees  for 

4  registration  applications  and  regulation  of  diesel  backup  generators  and  add 

5  provisions  for  the  Controller  to  adjust  fees  annually,  and  making  environmental 
findings. 

7  Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 
deletions  are  strikcthwugh  italics  Times  New  Roman. 

8  Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikothrough  nomnal. 

10  Be  it  ordained  by  ttie  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco; 

11  Section  1.  Findings. 

12  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 

13  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 

14  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 

15  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

16  Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Health  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 

17  201 7  to  read  as  follows: 

18  SEC.  2017.  FEE  SCHEDULE. 

19  (a)  All  Applicants  for  a  Certificate  or  a  renewal  of  a  Certificate  shall  submit  an 

20  application  fee  of  one  hundred  and  5ixt\'  three  dollars  ($162)  $1 78. 

21  (b)  In  addition  to  the  fee  provided  for  in  Subsection  (a)  of  this  Section,  applicants  who 

22  are  not  regulated  under  Article  21  of  this  Code  shall  pay  an  additional  fee  of  one  hundred  and 

23  thirty^  dollars  ($130)  $172. 

24  (c)       Beginning  with  fiscal  year,  2008'^2009:'feds  setjor'th  in  this  Section  may  be  adjusted  each 

25  year,  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  as  set  forth  in  this  Section. 
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Not  later  than  April  1 ,  the  Director  shall  report  to  the  Controller  the  revenues  senerated  by  the 
fees  for  the  prior  fiscal  year  and  the  prior  fiscal  year's  costs  of  operation,  as  well  as  any  other 
information  that  the  Controller  determines  appropriate  to  the  performance  of  the  duties  set  forth  in  this 
Section. 

Not  later  than  May  15,  the  Controller  shall  determine  whether  the  current  fees  have  produced 
or  are  projected  to  produce  revenues  sufficient  to  support  the  costs  of  providing  the  seryices  for  which 
the  fees  are  assessed  and  that  the  fees  will  not  produce  revenue  which  is  significantly  more  than  the 
costs  of  providing  the  services  for  which  the  fees  are  assessed. 

The  Controller  shall,  if  necessary,  adjust  the  fees  upward  or  downward  for  the  upcoming  fiscal 
year  as  appropriate  to  ensure  that  the  program  recovers  the  costs  of  operation  without  producing 
revenue  which  is  significantly  more  than  such  costs.  The  adjusted  rates  shall  become  operative  on  July 
L 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


Cecilia  T.  Mangoba 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


City  Hall 
I  Or  Carlton  B  Goodlctt  Place 
San  Francisco.  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


080740 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  Section  2017  of  Healtti  Code  Article  30  to  increase  fees  for  registration 
applications  and  regulation  of  diese!  bacl<up  generators  and  add  provisions  for  the  Controller  to  adjust 
fees  annually,  and  making  environmental  findings. 


July  16, 2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  22,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
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FILE  NO.  080739 


ORDINANCE  NO.         ^  -  0  ^ 


[Cholorfluorocarbon  Recovery  and  Recycling  Fees.] 

Ordinance  amending  Section  1412  of  San  Francisco  Health  Code  Article  24  to  increase 
fees  for  permitting  and  inspections  by  the  Department  of  Public  Health  and  making 
environmental  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Section  1 .  Findings. 

A.      The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Health  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
1412,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  1412.  FEE  SCHEDULE. 

(a)  The  Department  shall  collect  the  following  fees: 

(1)  $79  for  fiscal  year  2004  (beginning  July  J,  2004),  $83  for  fiscal  year  2005  (hcgmning  July 
1,  2005),  $88  for  fiscal  year  2006  (besinnins  July  1,  2006)$92  for  processing  permit  applications 
and  associated  administration  activities  undertaken  by  the  Department;  and 

(2)  $137  for  fiscal  year  2004  (beginning  July  1,  2004),  $145  for  fiscal  year  2005  (hcgmnmg 
July  1,  2005),  $153  for  fiscal  year  2006  (besinnins  July  1.  2006)$  167  per  hour  or  each  portion 
thereof  for  inspections  and  associated  administrative  activities,  including  enforcement 
activities  pursuant  to  Section  1409.  .     ^     t^^^  ; 

OOCUMENTSDEPT 

Mayor  Newsom  \:         '  '■f- 


Note: 


Additions  are  sinsle-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 
deletions  are  strikethrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal. 
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(b)  A  notice  of  payment  due  shall  be  sent  by  the  Department  to  the  permittee,  the 
violator,  and  the  owner  of  the  property,  advising  as  to  the  amount  of  any  fee  and  containing 
the  follov^ing  information: 

{1 )  The  date  and  location  of  the  Department's  inspection; 

(2)  The  amount  of  the  fee; 

(3)  A  statement  advising  the  addressee  that  he  or  she  is  liable  under  this  Article  for 
the  fee  in  the  amount  indicated  in  the  notice  and  that  payment  to  the  City  is  due  within  30 
days  of  the  mailing  date  of  the  notice; 

(4)  A  statement  advising  the  addressee  that  a  penalty  of  10  percent  plus  interest  at 
the  rate  of  one  percent  per  month  on  the  outstanding  balance  shall  be  added  to  the  costs  from 
the  date  that  payment  is  due  under  Subsection  {b)(3); 

(5)  A  statement  advising  the  owner  of  the  establishment  that  if  payment  of  the  costs  is 
not  received  within  90  days  of  the  mailing  date,  a  lien  may  be  imposed  on  the  property  of  the 
owner  which  is  an  establishment  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Article;  and 

(6)  A  statement  that  the  addressee  or  property  owner  may  appeal  the  fee 
determination  contained  in  the  notice  of  payment  due  to  the  Director.  Said  appeal  must  be 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Department  no  later  than  30  days  after  the  date  the  notice  of  payment 
due  is  issued.  The  Director's  decision  on  the  appeal  shall  be  final. 

(c)  If  full  payment  of  the  costs  is  not  received  within  30  days  after  the  notice  of 
payment  due  was  sent,  a  second  notice  of  payment  due  shall  be  sent  by  the  Department  to 
the  addressees  of  the  previous  notice.  The  second  notice  shall  state  that  the  generator  and 
property  owner  are  liable  for  the  payment  of  the  costs  indicated  on  the  notice. 

(d)  If  full  payment  of  the  costs  is  not  received  within  30  days  after  the  second  notice  of 
payment  due  was  sent,  a  third  (and  final)  notice  of  payment  due  shall  be  sent  by  the 
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Department.  The  third  notice  shall  state  that  addressees  are  liable  for  the  payment  of  the 
costs  indicated  on  the  notice  and  that  if  payment  of  such  costs  is  not  received  within  30  days 
of  the  mailing  date  of  the  third  notice,  a  lien  may  be  imposed  on  the  subject  property  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  this  Article. 

(e)  If  payment  is  not  received  within  30  days  after  mailing  the  third  notice,  the 
Department  shall  initiate  lien  proceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Article  XX  of  Chapter 
10  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code. 

(f)  Beginning  with  fiscal  year  2007-2008,  no  later  than  April  1 5  of  each  year,  the 
Controller  shall  adjust  the  fees  provided  in  this  Article  to  reflect  changes  in  the  relevant 
Consumer  Price  Index,  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  In  adjusting  the 
fees,  the  Controller  may  round  these  fees  up  or  down  to  the  nearest  dollar,  half-dollar  or 
quarter-dollar.  The  Director  shall  perfonn  an  annual  review  of  the  fees  scheduled  to  be 
assessed  for  the  following  fiscal  year  and  shall  file  a  report  with  the  Controller  no  later  than 
May  1st  of  each  year,  proposing,  if  necessary,  an  adjustment  to  the  fees  to  ensure  that  costs 
are  fully  recovered  and  that  fees  do  not  produce  significantly  more  revenue  than  required  to 
cover  the  costs  of  operating  the  program.  The  Controller  shall  adjust  fees  when  necessary  in 
either  case. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERR^^,  City  Attomey 

By:    ^ 

CECILIA  T.  MANGOBA 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance  amending  Section  1412  of  San  Francisco  Health  Code  Article  24  to  increase  fees  for 
permitting  and  inspections  by  the  Department  of  Health  and  making  environmental  findings. 


July  16,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  22,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
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File  No.  080739  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FUVALLY  PASSED  on  July  22.  2008  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
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Date  Approved 
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Amendment  of  the  whole 

in  committee.     6/25/08  \  <1<Z  -^D  ^ 

FILE  NO.  080738;-  ORDINANCE  NO.  ( 

AMENDMENT  OF  THE  WHOLE 


[Environmental  review  fees,  Community  Stfeamline44f^ke Pla n  fee,  and  related  fees  ] 

Ordinance  amending  tiie  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by  amending  Sections 

31.22  and  31.23  to  increase  environmental  review  fees  1.63  percent,  to  adopt  a  new  fee 

for  Determination  of  Historical  Resources,  and  to  increase  fees  to  recover  the  cost  of 

producing  area  plans  from  projects  in  Plan  Areas;  adding  Section  31.24  to  adopt  new 

fees  for  Community  Streamlined  IntakePlans:  and  making  environmental  findings. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman', 

deletions  are  strikothrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikothrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings,  (a)    The  Planning  Department  is  able  to  recover  the  cost  of  long 
range  planning  through  its  building  permit  review,  CEQA  {California  Environmental  Quality 
Act,  California  Public  Resources  Code  Sections  21000  et  seq.)  review,  and  land  use 
entitlement  fees. 

(b)  The  current  fee  structure  is  set  to  recover  25%  (twenty-five  percent)  of  the 
proportional  share  of  long  range  planning  costs  through  said  fees,  and  proposed  projects  in 
Neighborhood  Plan  Areas  benefit  from  long  range  plans  more  than  proposed  projects  outside 
of  Plan  Areas  because  of:  1)  the  City's  certified  programmatic  environment  impact  report 
(Programmatic  EIR)  for  Plan  Areas,  including  the  cumulative  analysis  therein;  2)  new  zoning 
and  land  use  controls,  and  3)  other  aspects  of  Plan  Areas,  such  as  public  benefit 
improvements. 

(c)  State  law  and  the  CEQA  Guidelines  (California  Code  of  Regulations  Title  14, 
Sections  1 5300  et  seq.)  allow  for  limited  use  of  exemptions  and  exclusions  in  specific  cases 
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for  projects  in  adopted  Plan  Areas  (Public  Resources  Code  Sections  21083.3,  21159.21, 
21159.23,21159.24  and  CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15182  and  15183). 

(d)  An  adopted  Plan  Area  and  Programmatic  EIR  can  reduce  application  review 
time,  the  level  of  CEQA  document  needed,  including  external  consultant  study  needs,  and 
reduce  costs  overall  for  the  project  sponsor. 

(e)  It  is  in  the  public  interest  for  the  private  project  sponsor  to  reimburse  the  City  for 
the  benefit  he  or  she  derives  as  a  consequence  of  public  supported  planning. 

(f)  Environmental  Finding.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the 
proposed  fee  adjustments  are  statutorily  excluded  from  CEQA  under  the  CEQA  Guidelines 
Section  15273(a),  which  exempts  rates,  tolls,  fares  and  charges  such  as  those  proposed  here. 
Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No. 

080738 

 and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Sections  31.22  and  31 .23  and  adding  31.24,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  31.22  BASIC  FEES. 

(a)      The  Planning  Department  shall  charse  Tt\\e  following  basic  fees  shall  be  charged  by 
the  Planning  Department  to  project  sponsorsapplicants  for  projects  located  outside  of  recently 
adopted  Plan  Areas  (adopted  after  July  1.  2005)  that  do  not  require  one  or  more  of  the  following^ 
which  will  be  initiated  through  the  adoption  of  an  Area  Plan.-  Code  amendments  for  the  heisht  or 
bulk  district  and  General  Plan  amendments,  as  specified  in  Section  31.21  above: 

(1 )     For  an  initial  study  of  a  project  excluding  use  of  special  expertise  or  technical 
assistance,  as  described  in  Section  31. 2^^^  below,  the  initial  fee  shall  be: 

—      Where  the  total  estimated  construction  cost  as  defined  by  the  San  Francisco 
Building  Code  is  between  $0  and  $9,999:  $S9^ 1.003: 
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—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $1 0,000  or  more,  but  less  than 
$200,000:  $3t^  3,903  PLUS  4-r72S-1.934%  of  the  cost  over  $10,000; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $200,000  or  more,  but  less  than 
$1 ,000,000  %6r9^  7.579  PLUS  -h^^ 1.4 62  %  of  the  cost  over  $200,000; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $1 ,000,000  or  more,  but  less 
than  $10,000,000;  %i^7M9  19.275  PLUS         1.227%  of  the  cost  over  $1 ,000,000; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $10,000,000  or  more,  but  less 
than  $30,000,000:  $115,889  129. 705  PLUS  .337-  0.378%  of  the  cost  over  $1 0,000,000; 

— •      Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $30,000,000  or  more,  but  less 
than  $50,000,000:  $183.289  205.305  PLUS       0.142%  of  the  cost  over  $30,000,000; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $50,000,000  or  more,  but  less 
than  $100,000,000:  $208,689  233.705  PLUS  z93^  0.034%  of  the  cost  over  $50,000,000; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $100,000,000  or  more:  $223,689 
250.705  PLUS       0.015%,  of  the  cost  over  $1 00,000,000. 

An  applicant  proposins  major  revisions  to  a  project  application  that  has  been  inactive  for  more 
than  six  months  and  is  assigned  An  applicant  prouosins  significant  revisions  to  a  proicct  for  which 
an  application  is  on  file  with  the  Planning  Department  shall  be  charged  time  and  materials  to  cowr  the 
full  costs  in  excess  of  the  initial  fee  paid  shall  submit  a  new  application.  /\n  applicant  proposing 
significant  revisions  to  a  project  which  has  not  been  assigned  and  for  which_an_apj3iLQatLon  is 
on  file  with  the  Planning  Department  shall  be  charged  time  and  materials  to  cover  the  full 
costs  in  excess  of  the  initial  fee  paid. 

(2)      For  preparation  of  an  environmental  impact  report  excluding  use  of  special 
expertise  or  technical  assistance,  as  described  in  Section  3L222  below,  the  initial  fee  shall  be: 
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—  Where  the  total  estimated  construction  cost  as  defined  in  the  San  Francisco 
Building  Code  is  between  $0  to  $199,999:  $19,870  22,277: 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $200,000  or  more,  but  less  than 
$1 ,000,000:  $.^^^7^  22.277  PLUS  r49S  0.558%  of  the  cost  over  $200,000; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $1 ,000,000  or  more,  but  less 
than  $10,000,000:  $2^MJ-  26.864  PLUS       0.378%  of  the  cost  over  $1 ,000,000; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $10,000,000  or  more,  but  less 
than  $30,000,000:  %Ur2^  60.884  PLUS  rU8  0155%  of  the  cost  over  $10,000,000; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $30,000,000  or  more,  but  less 
than  $50,000,000:  %UrS9^  91.884  PLUS       0.042%  of  the  cost  over  $30,000,000; 

—  Where  said  total  construction  cost  is  $50,000,000  or  more,  but  less  than 
$1 00,000,000:  %89An  100.333  PLUS  rm8  0.042%  of  the  cost  over  $50,000,000; 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $100,000,000  or  more:  $108,i91 
121.634  PLUS       0.015%  of  the  cost  over  $100,000,000. 

An  applicant  proposing  ma  jor  revisions  to  a  pro  ject  application  that  has  been  inactive  for  more 
than  six  months  and  is  assiqned_/i«  applicant  proposing  significant  revisions  to  a  project  for  which 
an  application  is  on  file  with  the- Planning  Department  shall  bo  charged  time  and  matcrials-to  cover  the 
fiill  costs  in  excess  of  the  fee  paid  shall  submit  a  new  application.  An  applicant  proPOSina  significant 
revisions  to  a  proiect  which  has  not  been  assigned  and  for  which  an  application  is  on  file  with 
the  Planning  Department  shall  be  charged  time  and  materials  to  cover  the  full  costs  in  excess 
of  the  initial  fee  paid. 

(3)     For  an  appeal  to  the  Planning  Commission:  The  fee  shall  be  $-^500  to  the 
appellant;  provided,  however,  that  the  fee  shall  be  waived  if  the  appeal  is  filed  by  a 
neighborhood  organization  that:  (a)  has  been  in  existence  for  24  months  prior  to  the  appeal 
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filing  date,  (b)  is  on  the  Planning  Department's  neighborhood  organization  notification  list,  and 
(c)  can  demonstrate  to  the  Planning  Director  or  his/her  designee  that  the  organization  is 
affected  by  the  proposed  project.  An  exemption  from  paying  this  appeal  fee  may  be  granted 
when  the  requestor's  income  is  not  enough  to  pay  for  the  fee  without  affecting  their  abWWiesy  to 
pay  for  the  necessities  of  life,  provided  that  the  person  seeking  the  exemption  demonstrates 
to  the  Planning  Director  or  his/her  designee  that  they  are  substantially  affected  by  the 
proposed  project. 

(4)      For  an  appeal  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  environmental  determinations, 
including  the  certification  of  an  EIR,  a  negative  declaration,  or  determination  of  a  categorical 
exemption,  the  fee  shall  be  $4500  to  the  appellant;  provided,  hov^ever,  that  the  fee  shall  be 
waived  if  the  appeal  is  filed  by  a  neighborhood  organization  that:  (a)  has  been  in  existence  for 
24  months  prior  to  the  appeal  filing  date,  (b)  is  on  the  Planning  Department's  neighborhood 
organization  notification  list,  and  (c)  can  demonstrate  to  the  Planning  Director  or  his/her 
designee  that  the  organization  is  affected  by  the  proposed  project.  Fees  shall  be  used  to 
defray  the  cost  of  appeal  for  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Planning  Department.  Such  fee 
shall  be  refunded  to  the  appellant  in  the  event  the  Planning  Department  rescinds  its 
determination  or  the  Board  of  Supen/isors  remands  or  rejects  the  environmental  impact 
report,  negative  declaration,  or  determination  of  a  categorical  exemption  to  the  Planning 
Commission  for  revisions  based  on  issues  related  to  the  adequacy  and  accuracy  of  the 
environmental  determination.  An  exemption  from  paying  this  appeal  fee  may  be  granted  when 
the  requestor's  income  is  not  enough  to  pay  for  the  fee  without  affecting  their  abilitvfes  to  pay 
for  the  necessities  of  life,  provided  that  the  person  seeking  the  exemption  demonstrates  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  or  his/her  designee  that  they  are  substantially  affected  by 
the  proposed  project. 


Mayor  Newsom,  Supervisor  Elsbemd 
BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  5 
6/25/2008 

n  :\energy\as2008'.969O392^0O4 92779 .  doc 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


(5)  For  preparation  of  an  addendum  to  an  environmental  impact  report  that  has 
previously  been  certified,  pursuant  to  Section  1 5164  of  the  State  CEQA  Guidelines:  $7,780 
$8.941  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Subsection  (b)(2). 

(6)  For  preparation  of  a  supplement  to  a  draft  or  certified  final  environmental  impact 
report:  One-half  of  the  fee  that  would  be  required  for  a  full  environmental  impact  report  on  the 
same  project,  as  set  forth  in  Paragraph  (2)  above,  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in 
Subsection  (b)(2). 

(7)  For  reevaluation  of  a  modified  project  for  which  a  negative  declaration  has  been 
prepared:  $7.780  $8.941  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Subsection  (b)(2). 

(8)  For  preparation  of  a  Certificate  of  Exemption  from  Environmental  Review 
determining  that  a  project  is  categorically  exempt,  statutorily  exempt,  ministerial/nonphysical, 
an  emergency,  or  a  planning  and  feasibility  study:        $267  for  applications  that  require  only 
a  stamp,  $4, 785  $5.232  as  an  initial  fee  for  applications  that  include  prosorvation  HRER  review 
©r  require  an  Exemption  Certificate,  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Subsection  (b)(2). 

(9)  For  preparation  of  an  exemption  that  requires  review  of  historical  resource 
issues  onlv.  the  following  fees  applv.  For  a  determination  of  whether  a  property  is  an  historical 
resource  under  CEQA.  the  fee  is  $2,193.  For  a  determination  of  whether  a  project  would  result  in  a 
substantial  adverse  change  in  the  sisnificance  of  an  historical  resource,  the  fee  is  $3.040. 

(10)  r  For  preparation  of  a  letter  of  exemption  from  environmental  review:  $170  $267 
plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Subsection  (b)(2). 

44^(11)  For  reactivating  an  application  that  the  Environmental  Review  Officer  has 
deemed  withdrawn  due  to  inactivity  and  the  passage  of  time,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Environmental  Review  Officer  and  within  six  months  of  the  date  the  application  was  deemed 
withdrawn:  ^4-90  $218  plus  time  and  materials  to  cover  any  additional  staff  costs. 
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(b)  Payment. 

(1)  The  fee  specified  in  Subsection  (a)(1)  shall  be  paid  to  the  Planning  Department 
at  the  time  of  the  filing  of  the  environmental  evaluation  application,  and  where  an 
environmental  impact  report  is  determined  to  be  required,  the  fee  specified  in  Subsection 
(a)(2)  shall  be  paid  at  the  time  the  preliminary  draft  environmental  impact  report  1  (PDEIR  1 ) 
is  prepared,  except  as  specified  below.  However,  the  Director  of  Planning  or  his/her  designee 
may  authorize  phased  collection  of  the  fee  for  a  project  whose  work  is  projected  to  span  more 
than  one  fiscal  year. 

(2)  The  Planning  Department  shall  charge  the  applicant  for  any  time  and  material 
costs  incurred  in  excess  of  the  initial  fee  charged  if  required  to  recover  the  Departments  costs 
for  providing  services.  Provided,  however,  that  where  a  different  limitation  on  time  and 
materials  is  set  forth  elsewhere  in  this  section,  then  that  limitation  shall  prevail. 

(3)  The  Controller  will  annually  adjust  the  fee  amounts  specified  in  Section 
31.22(a)r;).  (2).  (5H^.  (7),  (8),  (9),  (10) .  and  (11),  Section  31.22  (c),-^a^  Section  31.23(d)  and 
Section  31.24(a)  and  fb)  bv  the  two-year  average  consumer  price  index  (CPI)  change  for  the 
San  Francisco/San  Jose  Primary  Metropolitan  Statistical  Area  (PMSA).  Effective  September  30. 
2007,  thcfcc  amounts  specified  in  Section  31.22(a)(l),(2).(5).(6).  (7),(8).( 9).(}0)  and  Section  31.23(d} 
will  increase  6.3%  to  support  an  increase  in  departmental  overhead fi-om  rent  costs  at  1650  Mission 

(4)  Any  fraternal,  charitable,  benevolent  or  any  other  nonprofit  organization,  that  is 
exempt  from  taxation  under  the  Internal  Revenue  laws  of  the  United  States  and  the  Revenue 
and  Taxation  Code  of  the  State  of  California  as  a  bona  fide  fraternal,  charitable,  benevolent  or 
other  nonprofit  organization,  or  public  entity  that  submits  an  application  for  the  development  of 
residential  units  or  dwellings  all  of  which  are  affordable  to  low  and  moderate  income 
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households,  as  defined  by  the  United  State  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Department,  for 
a  time  period  that  is  consistent  with  the  policy  of  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Housing  and  the  San 
Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency  may  defer  payment  of  the  fees  specified  herein,  with  the 
exception  of  the  fees  payable  pursuant  to  Section  31 .22(a)(3)  and  (4)  and  Section  31 .22(a)f^ 
(11)  herein,  until  the  time  of  issuance  of  the  building  permit,  before  the  building  permit  is 
released  to  the  applicant;  or  (2)  within  one  year  of  the  date  of  completion  of  the  environmental 
review  document,  whichever  is  sooner.  This  exemption  shall  apply  notwithstanding  the 
inclusion  in  the  development  of  other  nonprofit  ancillary  or  accessory  uses. 

(5)  An  exemption  from  paying  the  full  fees  set  forth  in  Section  31 .22(a)  (3)  and  (4) 
and  Section  31.22(a)(10)  herein  may  be  granted  when  the  requestor's  income  is  not  enough  to 
pay  the  fee  without  affecting  his  or  her  abilitj^ies-to  pay  for  the  necessities  of  life,  provided  that 
the  person  seeking  the  exemption  demonstrates  to  the  Director  of  Planning  or  his/her 
designee  that  he  or  she  is  substantially  affected  by  the  proposed  project. 

(6)  Exceptions  to  the  payment  provisions  noted  above  may  be  made  when  the 
Director  of  Planning  or  his/her  designee  has  authorized  phased  collection  of  the  fee  for  a 
project  whose  work  is  projected  to  span  more  than  one  fiscal  year. 

(c)  Refunds.  When  a  request  for  an  initial  evaluation  or  for  preparation  of  an 
environmental  impact  report  is  (1 )  either  withdrawn  by  the  applicant  prior  to  publication  of  an 
environmental  document  or  (2)  deemed  canceled  by  the  Planning  Department  due  to  inactivity 
on  the  part  of  the  applicant,  then  the  applicant  shall  be  entitled  to  a  refund  of  the  fees  paid  to 
the  Department  less  the  time  and  materials  expended  minus  a  $344-400  processing  fee. 

(d)  Late  Charges  and  Collection  of  Overdue  Accounts.  The  Director  or  his/her 
designee  shall  call  upon  the  Bureau  of  Delinquent  Revenues  or  duly  licensed  collection 
agencies  for  assistance  in  collecting  delinquent  accounts  more  than  60  days  in  arrears,  in 
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which  case  any  additional  costs  of  collection  may  be  added  to  the  fee  amount  outstanding.  If 
the  Department  seeks  the  assistance  of  a  duly  licensed  collection  agency,  the  approval 
procedures  of  Administrative  Code  Article  5,  Section  10.39-1  et  seq.  will  be  applicable. 

(e)     These  amendments  to  fees  related  to  the  Planning  Department  are  intended  to 
provide  revenues  for  the  staffing  and  other  support  necessary  to  provide  more  timely 
processing  of  applications  within  that  Department. 

SEC.  31.23  OTHER  FEES. 

(a)  Where  an  initial  evaluation  or  preparation  of  an  environmental  impact  report  and 
related  environmental  studies  require  the  use  of  special  expertise  or  technical  assistance  not 
provided  by  the  board,  commission,  department  or  other  person  who  is  to  carry  out  the 
project,  such  expertise  or  assistance  shall  be  paid  for  by  such  board,  commission,  department 
or  other  person.  This  payment  shall  be  made  either  to  the  Planning  Department  or,  if  the 
Planning  Department  so  requests,  directly  to  the  party  that  will  provide  such  expertise  or 
technical  assistance. 

(b)  Where  outside  consultants  are  used  for  such  purposes,  and  the  project  is  to  be 
directly  carried  out  by  a  person  other  than  a  board,  commission  or  department  of  the  City, 
such  consultants  shall  report  their  findings  directly  to  the  Planning  Department. 

(c)  Where  employees  of  the  City  are  used  for  such  purposes,  the  costs  of  such 
employees  shall  be  paid  to  the  board,  commission  or  department  providing  such  employees. 

(d)  In  addition  to  any  filing  fees  required  by  statute,  the  County  Clerk  shall  collect  a 
documentary  handling  fee  in  the  amount  of  $^30  for  each  filing  made  pursuant  to  California 
Fish  and  Game  Code  Section  711.4,  Subdivision  (d). 

 SEC.  31.24     Community  StreamWnQd  Plan  Afea-Fees. 
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fa)       The  Plannins  Devartment  shall  charse  the  followin2  Community  Streamlinod  Plan 
Ama-Fees  for  environmental  applications  filed  in  adopted  Plan  Areas  adopted  effective  after  July  I. 
2005: 

CI)      For  Class  1  and  3  Exemptions:  same  as  basic  fees  outlined  in  Section  31.22(a)(8)  and 

(10). 

(2)  For  determination  of  the  appropriate  environmental  document:  $11.683  and  any  fee 
pursuant  to  Section  31  .lAic)  below.  In  addition,  the  applicant  shall  pay  the  following  fees  as 
appropriate: 

(S)_(i)  If  the  determination  is  that  the  project  qualifies  for  a  Community  exemption  or 
exclusion,  the  applicant  shall  pay  a  fee  ofv  $6,383. 

(ii)  If  the  determination  is  that  the  proiect  does  not  qualify  for  a  Community  exemption 
or  exclusion,  the  applicant  shall  pay  fees  as  set  forth  in  Section  31 .24(6)  below. 

(b)     The  Planning  Department  shall  charge  the  following  Community  Streamlinod 
Plan  Aroa  Foos  for  enyironmental  applications  filed  in  Plan  Areas  adopted  after  July  1 ,  2005 
at  intake  and  for  project  applications  filod  in  Plan  Areas  under  development  that  will  rely  on 
tho  Aroa  Plan  Programmatic  Environmental  Impact  Report  by  the  time  of  final  billing  and 
require  one  or  more  of  the  following:  Code  amendments  for  the  height  or  bulk  district  and 
General  Plan  amendments.  The  fees  for  prelects  determined  not  to  Qualify  for  a  Community 
exemption  or  exclusion  are  as  follows: 

(1)     For  an  initial  study  excluding  use  of  special  expertise  or  technical  assistance,  as 
described  in  Section  31.22  above,  the  initial  fee  shall  be: 

—       Where  the  total  estimated  construction  cost  as  defined  by  the  San  Francisco  Buildins 
Code  is  between  $0  and  $9,999:  $1,249  for  100%  long  range  planning  recovery; 


Mayor  Newsom,  Supervisor  Elsbernd 
BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  10 
6/25/2008 

n:\energy\as2008\9690392\00492779.doc 


—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $10.000  or  more,  but  less  than  $200.000: 
$5.190  PLUS  2.407%  of  the  cost  over  $10.000: 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $200,000  or  more,  but  less  than 
$1.000.000:  $9. 764  PLUS  1.819%  of  the  cost  over  $200.000: 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $1,  OOP,  OOP  or  more,  hut  less  than 
$10.000.000:  $24.319  PLUS  1.526%  of  the  cost  over  $1.000,000: 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $10. 000,  OOP  or  more,  hut  less  than 
$30.000.000:  $161.706  PLUS  0.470%  of  the  cost  over  $10.PPP.0PP: 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $3P.  OOP.  OOP  or  more,  hut  less  than 
$50. 000. 000:  $255. 785  PL  US  0.177yo  of  the  cost  over  $30. 000. 000: 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $50,000. POP  or  more,  hut  less  than 
$100.000.000:  $291.223  PLUS  0.042%  of  the  cost  over  $50.000.000: 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $100. 000,  OOP  or  more:  $312.317  PL  US 
0.018%  of  the  cost  over  $100.000.000. 


An  applicant  proposing  major  revisions  to  a  project  application  that  has  been  inactive  for  more 
than  six  months  and  is  ass\ar\e6_shall  submit  a  new  application.  An  applicant  proposing  significant 


revisions  to  a  project  which  has  not  been  assigned  and  for  which  an  aPDlication  is  on  file  with 


the  Planning  Department  shall  be  charoed  time  and  nnaterials  to  cover  the  full  costs  in  excess 


of  the  initial-fee  paid. 


(2)  For  preparation  of  an  environmental  impact  report  excluding  use  of  special  expertise  c 
technical  assistance,  as  described  in  Section  37.223.  above,  the  initial  fee  shall  be: 


—  Where  the  total  estimated  construction  cost  as  defined  in  the  San  Francisco  Building 
Code  is  between  $0  to  $199.999:  $27. 724: 
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—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $200,000  or  more,  but  less  than 
$1.000,000:  $27, 724  PLUS  0.694%  of  the  cost  over  $200,000: 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $1,000,000  or  more,  but  less  than 
$10,000,000:  $33,433  PLUS  0.470%  of  the  cost  over  $1,000,000: 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $10,  OOP,  000  or  more,  but  less  than 
$30,000.000:  $75, 769  PLUS  0.193%  of  the  cost  over  $10.000.000: 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $30,000,000  or  more,  but  less  than 
$50,  OOP,  OOP:  $114,3  71  PL  US  0  053%  of  the  cost  over  $30  000. 000: 

—  Where  said  total  construction  cost  is  $50, 000,  POO  or  more,  but  less  than  $1 00, 000, 000: 
$124.971  PLUS  0.053%  of  the  cost  over  $50.000,000: 

—  Where  said  total  estimated  construction  cost  is  $100, 000, 000  or  more:  $151.471  PL  US 
0018%  of  the  cost  over  $100.000,000. 

An  applicant  proposine  major  revisions  to  a  project  application  that  has  been  inactive  for  more 
than  six  months  and  is  assigned  shall  submit  a  new  application.  An  applicant  proposing  significant 
revisions  to  a  proiect  which  has  not  been  assigned  and  for  wliich  an  application  is  on  file  with 
the  Planning  Department  shall  be  charged  time  and  materials  to  cover  the  full  costs  in  excess 
of  the  initial  fee  paid. 

(3)  For  the  preparation  of  a  focused  Environmental  Impact  Report:  one-half  the  fee  that 
would  be  required  for  a  full  environmental  impact  report,  as  set  forth  in  Paragraph  (b)(2)  above,  plus 
time  and  materials. 

(4)  The  fees  above  listed  in  Section  31.24(b)  will  sunset  20vears  after  the  effective  date  of 
Plan  Adoption. 

(c)       The  Planning  Department  shall  recover  the  cost  of  preparing  and  defending 
programmatic  EIRs,  including  consultant  and  City  Attorney  costs,  from  proiect  sponsors  that  file  or 


Mayor  Newsom,  Supervisor  Elsbernd 
BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  12 
6/25/2008 

n:\energy\as2008\9690392\00492779.doc 


have  filed  projects  in  recently  adopted  Plan  Areas  (after  July  J,  2005)  and  filed  projects  within  J  0 
years  of  the  Prosrammatic  EIR  certification.,  and  from  project  sponsors  that  file  or  have  filed 
projects  in  Plan  Areas  undor  dovelopment  that  will  roly  on  an  Aroa-Plan  Programmatic  EIR  by 
tho  timo  of  final  billing  require  one  or  more  of  tho  following:  Code  amondmonts  for  the  height 
or  bulk  district  and  General  Plan  amondments.  The  foo  is  as  follows: 

(4-)  Community  oxomption  or  exclusion — same  as  foes  under  31 .24(b)(1 ),  plu^ 

The  fee  shall  be  a  proportional  share  of  the  cost  of  the  Programmatic  EIR^  which  is  equal  to  the 
Department's  average  time  and  material  costs  to  prepare  and  defend  a  Programmatic  EIR  divided  by 
the  buildable  envelope  times  the  square  footage  of  the  proposed  project. 

(2)  Negative  declaration,  same  as  tho  foos  under  31 .2^  (b)(1)  (developed  for  full 

long  range  planning  recovery)  plus  a  proportional  share  of  the  coot  of  tho  Programmatic  EIR 
which  is  equal  to  the  Dopartmont  time  and  material  costs  divided  by  tho  buildablo  onvolopo  as 
identified  in  the  Programmatic  EIR  times  the  square  footago  of  tho  proposed  project. 

(3-)  Environmental  Impact  Report  and  limited  environmental  impact  reports,  same  as 

tho  fooo  undor  Section  31 .2^ (a)(2)  and  (3),  plus  a  proportional  sharo  of  tho  cost  of  the 
Programmatic  EIR  which  is  equal  to  the  Department  time  and  material  costs  divided  by  tho 
buildablo  envelope  as  identified  in  tho  Programmatic  EIR  times  tho  square  footage  of  the 
proposed  project. 


('I)  -  Tho  Basic  Fee  rules  relating  to  appeals  as  spocifiod  in  Section  31  ■22(a)(3)  and 
(■1),  roactivations  (a)(11)  and  payment  Section  31.22(b)(1  6)  shall  apply  to  this  Section  31.2^. 

(d.)  Except  as  provided  below  for  proiects  in  the  Transit  Center  District  area,  if  at  the 
time  of  Community  Plan  adoption,  a  project  apolication  underooino  review  reouired 


amendments  for  heicht  or  bulk  districts  or  General  Plan  amendments  and  now  complies  with 


the  Communitv  Plan  zoning,  the  applicant  mav  choose  to  oav  either  the  fees  specified  in 
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Section  31 .22  or  Section  31 .24.  For  projects  that  paid  fees  under  Section  31 .22  and  opt  to 
pay  fees  under  Section  31 .24.  the  applicant  shall  withdraw  the  application  filed  under  Section 
31 .22  and  file  a  new  application.  Applicants  that  file  a  new  application  and  pay  the  Section 
31 .24  fees  shall  be  entitled  to  a  refund  under  Section  31 .22(0). 

(i)      Transit  Center  District  Plan.  Prelects  in  the  Transit  Center  District  area  that 
require  amendments  for  height  or  bulk  district  or  General  Plan  amendments  at  the  time  of 
project  application  shall  pay  the  fees  specified  in  Administratiye  Code  Section  31 .24(b)  and 
31 .24(c).  For  projects  that  paid  fees  under  Section  31 .22.  the  applicant  shall  pay  the 
difference  between  Section  31.22  fees  and  Section  31.24fb)  and  31.24(0)  fees. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


Elaine  C.  Warren 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance 


File  Number: 


080738 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by  amending  Sections  31.22  and  31.23 
to  increase  environmental  review  fees  1.63  percent,  to  adopt  a  new  fee  for  Determination  of  Historical 
Resources,  and  to  increase  fees  to  recover  cost  of  producing  area  plans  from  projects  in  Plan  Areas; 
adding  Section  31.24  to  adopt  new  fees  for  Community  Plans;  and  making  environmental  findings 
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File  No.  080738  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  22,  2008  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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Printed  at  11:39  AM  on  7/23/08 


FILE  NO.  080737 


Amended  at  Board 
07/16/08 

ORDINANCE  NO, 


[Fee  Adjustments.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  by  amending  Article  3.5  to 

adjust  fees  for  Planning  Department  services;  and  making  Section  302  and 

environmental  findings. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman] 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikothrough  norma]. 

Be  it  ordained  by  tlie  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings. 

(a)  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  the  proposed  fee  adjustments  to  be 
exempt  from  the  requirements  of  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (CEQA)  pursuant  to 
CEQA  Guidelines  Section  15273(a),  which  exempts  rates,  tolls,  fares  and  charges  such  as 
those  proposed  here. 

(b)  Pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Section  302,  this  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  this 
ordinance  will  serve  the  public  necessity,  convenience  and  welfare  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in 

Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.     17627  ,  and  incorporates  such  reasons 

herein  by  reference.  A  copy  of  the  Planning  Commission  resolution  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.        080737  . 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Article 
3.5,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  350.  FEES,  GENERAL. 

Fees  shall  be  imposed  in  order  to  compensate  the  Planning  Deparlment  for  the  cost  of 
processing  applications  and  for  the  development  and  revision  of  land  use  controls.  Fees  shall 
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be  charged  and  collected  as  indicated  for  each  class  of  application,  permit,  filing  request  or 
activity  listed.in  Sections  351  through  below. 

(a)  Estimated  construction  costs  are  as  defined  by  the  San  Francisco  Building 

Code. 

(b)  All  fees  are  payable  at  time  of  filing  application  or  request,  except  where  noted 
othenA/ise.  However,  the  Director  of  Planning  or  his/her  designee  may  authorize  phased 
collection  of  the  fee  for  a  project  whose  work  is  projected  to  span  more  than  one  fiscal  year. 

(c)  Time  and  Materials.  The  Planning  Department  shall  charge  the  applicant  for  any 
time  and  materials  cost  incurred  in  excess  of  the  initial  fee  charged  if  required  to  recover  the 
Departments  costs  for  providing  services. 

(1)  The  Department  shall  charge  time  and  materials  to  recover  the  cost  of  correcting 
code  violations  and  violations  of  Planning  Commission  and  Department  conditions  of  approval 
of  use  if  such  costs  are  not  covered  by  any  permit  or  application  fees  collected  as  part  of  the 
legalization  of  such  violations. 

(2)  Where  a  different  limitation  on  time  and  material  charges  is  set  forth  elsewhere 
in  this  Article,  that  limitation  shall  prevail. 

(3)  The  Planning  Department  may  also  charge  for  any  time  and  material  costs 
incurred  by  other  departments  or  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

(d)  Refunds.  When  an  application  is  withdrawn  by  the  applicant  prior  to  a  public 
hearing,  or  deemed  canceled  by  the  Planning  Department  due  to  inactivity  on  the  part  of  the 
applicant,  then  the  applicant  shall  be  entitled  to  a  refund  of  the  fee  paid  to  the  Department 
less  the  time  and  materials  expended  minus  a  $200.00  $211.00  $400  processing  fee. 

(e)  Deferred  or  Reduced  Fee. 
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(1)  Any  fraternal,  charitable,  benevolent  or  any  other  nonprofit  organization,  that  is 
exempt  from  taxation  under  the  Internal  Revenue  laws  of  the  United  States  and  the  Revenue 
and  Taxation  Code  of  the  State  of  California  as  a  bona  fide  fraternal,  charitable,  benevolent  or 
other  nonprofit  organization,  or  public  entity  that  submits  an  application  for  the  development  of 
residential  units  all  of  which  are  affordable  to  low  and  moderate  income  households,  as 
defined  by  the  United  States  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Department,  for  a  time  period 
that  Is  consistent  with  the  policy  of  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Housing  and  the  San  Francisco 
Redevelopment  Agency,  shall  pay  fees  for  applications  specified  in  Section  352(a),  (g),  (h), 
and  (i)  based  on  time  and  materials  only,  up  to  the  full  fee,  and  may  defer  payment  of  the  fee 
until  (1)  before  final  Planning  Department  approval  of  the  building  permit,  preparatory  to 
issuance  of  the  building  permit,  before  the  building  permit  is  released  to  the  applicant,  or  (2) 
within  one  year  of  the  date  of  action  on  the  application,  whichever  comes  first.  This 
exemption  shall  apply  notwithstanding  the  inclusion  in  the  development  of  other  nonprofit 
ancillary  or  accessory  uses. 

(2)  An  exemption  from  paying  the  full  fees  specified  under  Section  351 ,  352,  353, 
355,  356,  and  357  may  be  granted  when  the  requestor's  income  is  not  enough  to  pay  for  the 
fee  without  affecting  their  abilities  to  pay  for  the  necessities  of  life,  provided  that  the  person 
seeking  the  exemption  demonstrates  to  the  Planning  Director  or  his/her  designee  that  they 
are  substantially  affected  by  the  proposed  project. 

(f)  Late  Payment 

(1)  Charges  and  Collection  of  Overdue  Accounts.  The  Director  or  his/her  designee 
shall  call  upon  the  Bureau  of  Delinquent  Revenues  or  duly  licensed  collection  agencies  for 
assistance  in  collecting  delinquent  accounts  more  than  60  days  in  arrears,  in  which  case  any 
additional  costs  of  collection  may  be  added  to  the  fee  amount  outstanding.  If  the  Department 
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seeks  the  assistance  of  a  duly  licensed  collection  agency,  the  approval  procedures  of 
Administrative  Code  Article  5,  Section  10.39-1  et  seq.  will  be  applicable, 
(g)  Fee  Adjustments 

(1)  The  Controller  will  annually  adjust  the  fee  amounts  specified  in  Section 
351(d),(e),(f),(g),(h)iUand  Section  352(b),(d),(e),(g),(i).(j),(k),(i),  (m)  and  Section 

353(a),{c),(d),  and  Section  355{ai,{^^(2),(3),(4)^,(6),  r7)rb),(c),(6).(e),  and  Section 
356(c\  {cD.fe),  and  Section  357  and  Section  358  (a),  (b),  (c),  (d)  by  the  two-year  average  consumer 
price  index  (CPI)  change  for  the  San  Francisco/San  Jose  Primary  Metropolitan  Statistical 
Area  (PMSA).  Effective  September  30,  2007,  the  fee  amounts  specified  in  Section  351(d),  (c),  (f),  (g),  (h), 
and  Section  352(a).  (b).  (c),  (d).  (c),  (g).  (j).  (k),  (I),  and  (m),  and  Section  353(a),  (b),  (c),  (d),  and  Section 
3 5 5(a), (b),  Section  356(c),  (d),(c),  and  Section  357  will  increase  6.3%  to  support  an  increase  in 
departmental  overhead from-ront  costs  at  1650  Mission  Street. 

SEC.  351.  MISCELLANEOUS  SERVICES. 

(a)  Agendas  for  Planning  Commission:  $35.00  annual  subscription  to  cover  costs  of 
mailing.  The  Planning  Director  or  his/her  designee  may  authorize  exemptions  in  those 
instances  where  costs  would  impose  financial  hardship. 

(b)  Agendas  for  Landmarks  Preservation  Advisory  Board:  $35.00  annual 
subscription  to  cover  costs  of  mailing.  The  Planning  Director  or  his/her  designee,  may 
authorize  exemption  in  those  instances  where  costs  would  impose  financial  hardship. 

(c)  Document  Retrieval:  Files  stored  on-site  -  actual  costs  for  printing  file(s),  Files 
stored  off-site:  -  actual  costs  for  retrieval,  printing  and  return  of  files,  as  specified  in  a  retrieval 
schedule  prepared  by  Director  of  Planning,  or  his/her  designee. 
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(d)  Information,  Analysis,  Report  Preparation  and  Presentation,  Research  Sen/ices, 
Data  Requests:  The  costs  of  report  preparation  may  be  amortized  by  factoring  full-cost 
recovery  into  the  pricing  of  such  information  and  [eporXs:  $200.00  $230.00  as  an  initial  fee 

(e)  Monitoring  Projects: 

(1)      Monitoring  Conditions  of  Approval  and  Mitigation  Measures  Established 
Pursuant  to  an  Environmental  Document  or  a  Public  Hearing  by  the  Planning  Commission  or 
Zoning  Administrator  for  All  Approved  Applications  in  Chapter  31  of  the  Administrative  Code 
or  Sections  352{a\  fb),rc),fe).fg),  and  (i),  353(a)  and  (b)  and  355:  $17000  $195.00  as  an  initial 
fee,  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(f)  Project  Review  for  Policy  and  Code  Review  and  Interpretation  for  Prospective 
Projects  for  which  an  Application  has  not  been  Filed,  and  Site-Specific  Design  Guidelines  and 
Code-Complying  Massing  Recommendations:  $300. 00  $345.00  for  new  construction  and 
modifications  to  5  or  fewer  dwelling  units  and  for  affordable  housing  projects  as  defined  in  the 
Guidelines  of  the  United  States  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Department,  and  $'710. 00 
$816.00  for  all  other  projects. 

(g)  (1)  Project  Notifications  for  an  Individual  Requesting  Notification  of  Project 
Applications: 

(A)  First  Address  or  First  Assessor's  Lot:  $25.00  $30. 00  per  annum. 

(B)  Additional  Addresses:  $10.00  $12.00  for  addresses  in  each  new  Assessor's  Lot 
thereafter,  per  annum. 

(g)      (2)  Project  Notifications  for  a  Neighborhood  Organization,  defined  as  (i)  having 
Deen  in  existence  for  24  months  prior  to  the  request,  and  (ii)  is  listed  on  the  Planning 
Department's  neighborhood  organization  notification  list,  requesting  Notification  of  Project 
^pplications: 
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(A)  First  Address  or  First  Assessor's  Blocl<:  $25.00  $30.00  per  annum. 

(B)  Additional  Addresses:  $10.00  $12.00  for  addresses  in  each  new  Assessor's  Block 
thereafter,  per  annunn. 

(h)  Zoning  Administrator  Written  Determinations  Pursuant  to  Section  307(a): 
$100.00  $115.00  for  zoning  letters  of  conformance,  $450.00  $517.00  for  other  written 
determinations. 

(i)  Reactivating  an  application  that  the  Zoning  Administrator  has  deemed  withdrawn 
due  to  inactivity  and  the  passage  of  time,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Zoning  Administrator 
and  within  six  months  of  the  date  the  application  was  deemed  withdrawn:  $190.00  $218.00 

SEC.  352.  COMMISSION  AND  ZONING  ADMINISTRATOR  HEARING 
APPLICATIONS. 

(a)     Conditional  Use  (Section  303),  Planned  Unit  Development  (Section  304), 

Estimated  Construction  Cost  Initial  Fee 

No  construction  cost,  excluding  extension  of  hours     $700.00  $785.00 

No  construction  cost ,  extension  of  hours  $1,075.00  $1.206.00 

Estimated  Construction  Cost  Initial  Fee 

$1.00  to  $9,999.00  $1.075.00  $1206.00 

$10,000.00  to  $999,999.00         $1.075.00  $1.206.00  plus  r497%  0.557%  of  cost  over 
$10,000.00 

$1,000,000.00  to  $4,999,999.00  $5,995.00  $6,722.00  plus  .593%  0.664%  of  cosi 
over  $1,000,000.00 

$5,000,000.00  to  $9,999,999.00  $29,715.00  $33.315.00  o\us  .497%  0.557%  oi  cost 
over  $5,000,000.00 
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$10,000,000.00  to  $19,999,999.00 

$20,000,000.00  or  more 
(b)     Variance  (Section  305) 
Estimated  Construction  Cost 
$0.00  -  $9,999.00 
$10,000.00 -$19,999.00 
$20,000.00  and  greater 


$5 i 5 65. 00  $61176.00  plus  0  290%  of 

cost  over  $10,000,000.00 

$80,465.00  $90213.00 

Initial  Fee 

$680.00  $782.00 
$1,515.00  $1741.00 
$3.025.00  $3.47600 


Variance  fees  are  subject  to  additional  time  and  material  charges,  as  set  forth  in 
Section  350c. 

(c)  Downtown  (C-3)  District  Review  (Section  309)  and  Coastal  Zone  Permit  (Section 
330)  Applications  Commission  Hearing  Fee  Schedule: 


Estimated  Construction  Cost 
$0.00  to  $9,999.00 
$10,000.00.00  to  $999,999.00 

$1 ,000,000.00  to  $4,999,999.00 

$5,000,000.00  to  $9,999,999.00 

$10,000,000.00  to  $19,999,999.00 

$20,000,000.00  or  more 


Initial  Fee 

$217  00  $244.00 

$217.00  $244.00  plus  .099434,  0.112%  of  cost 
over  $10,000.00 

$1,201.00  $1,352.00  plus  r44^  0133%  of  cost 
over  $1,000,000.00 

$5,961.00  $6684.00  plus  ^499%  0. 1 1 1  %  cost 
over  $5,000,000.00 

$10,911.00  $12,234.00         .^2%  0058%  of 
cost  over  $10,000,000 
$16,111.00  $18.063.00 
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(1)  Applications  with  Verified  Violations  of  this  Code:  The  Planning  Department  shall 
charge  $  J  70. 00  $191.00  as  an  initial  fee,  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(2)  Where  an  applicant  requests  two  or  more  approvals  involving  a  conditional  use, 
planned  unit  development,  variance,  Downtown  (C-3)  District  Section  309  review,  certificate  of 
appropriateness,  permit  to  alter  a  significant  or  contributory  building  both  within  and  outside  of 
Conservation  Districts,  or  a  coastal  zone  permit  review,  the  amount  of  the  second  and  each 
subsequent  initial  fees  of  lesser  value  shall  be  reduced  to  50  percent. 

(3)  Minor  project  modifications  requiring  a  public  hearing  to  amend  conditions  of 
approval  of  a  previously  authorized  project,  not  requiring  a  substantial  reevaluation  of  the  prior 
authorization;  $800.00  $896.00. 

(4)  The  applicant  shall  be  charged  for  any  time  and  materials  beyond  the  initial  fee 
in  Section  352(a),  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(5)  An  applicant  proposing  significant  revisions  to  a  project  for  which  an  application 
is  on  file  with  the  Planning  Department  shall  be  charged  time  and  materials  to  cover  the  full 
costs  in  excess  of  the  initial  fee. 

(6)  For  agencies  or  departments  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  the  initial 
fee  for  applications  shall  be  based  upon  the  construction  cost  as  set  forth  above. 

(d)      Discretionary  Review  Request:  $300.00  $&09rm  $300.00:  provided,  however,  that 
the  fee  shall  be  waived  if  the  discretionary  review  request  is  filed  by  a  neighborhood 
organization  that:  (1)  has  been  in  existence  for  24  months  prior  to  the  filing  date  of  the 
request,  (2)  is  on  the  Planning  Department's  neighborhood  organization  notification  list,  and 
(3)  can  demonstrate  to  the  Planning  Director  or  his/her  designee  that  the  organization  is 
affected  by  the  proposed  project.  Such  fee  shall  be  refunded  to  the  individual  or  entity  that 
requested  discretionary  review  in  the  event  the  Planning  Commission  denies  the  Planning 
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Department's  approval  or  authorization  upon  which  the  discretionary  review  was  requested 
Mandatory  discretionary  reviews:  $2,805.00  $3,223.00. 

(e)  Institutional  Master  Plan  (Section  304.5). 

(1)  Full  Institutional  Master  Plan  or  Substantial  Revision:  $] 0,000 00  $11.492.00  plus 
time  and  materials  if  the  cost  exceeds  the  initial  fee  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(2)  Abbreviated  Institutional  Master  Plan:  $1,830.00  $2,103.00  plus  time  and 
materials  if  the  cost  exceeds  the  initial  fee  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(f)  Land  Use  Amendments  and  Related  Plans  and  Diagrams  of  the  San  Francisco 
General  Plan:  Fee  based  on  the  Department's  estimated  actual  costs  for  time  and  materials 
required  to  review  and  implement  the  requested  amendment,  according  to  a  budget  prepared 
by  the  Director  of  Planning,  in  consultation  with  the  sponsor  of  the  request. 

(g)  General  Plan  Referrals:  $2,700.00  $3,103.00  plus  time  and  materials  if  the  cost 
exceeds  the  initial  fee  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(h)  Redevelopment  Plan  Review:  The  Director  of  Planning  shall  prepare  a  budget  to 
cover  actual  time  and  materials  expected  to  be  incurred,  in  consultation  vyith  the 
Redevelopment  Agency.  A  sum  equal  to  V2  the  expected  cost  will  be  submitted  to  the 
Department,  prior  to  the  commencement  of  the  review.  The  remainder  of  the  costs  will  be  due 
at  the  time  the  initial  payment  is  depleted. 

(i)  Reclassify  Property  or  Impose  Interim  Zoning  Controls:  $6,115. 00  $6.61 1.00 

(1)  The  applicant  shall  be  charged  for  any  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section 
350(c). 

(2)  Applications  with  Verified  Violations  of  this  Code:  The  Planning  Department  shall 
charge  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(j)       Setback  Line,  Establish,  Modify  or  Abolish:  $2,325.00  $2,672.00 
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(k)  Temporary  Use  Fees:  $340.00  $391.00  as  an  initial  fee,  plus  time  and  materials  if 
the  cost  exceeds  the  initial  fee,  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(I)  Amendments  to  Text  of  the  Planning  Code:  $11, 495.00  $13.209.00  as  an  initial 
fee,  plus  time  and  materials  if  the  cost  exceeds  the  initial  fee  as  set  forth  In  Section  350(c). 

(m)     Zoning  Administrator  Conversion  Determinations  Related  to  Service  Station 
Conversions:  $2,270.00  $2,609.00  as  an  initial  fee,  plus  time  and  materials  if  the  cost  exceeds 
the  initial  fee.  (Section  228.4). 

(n)     Conditional  Use  Appeals  to  the  board  of  Supervisors: 

(1)  $'100.00  $500. 00  for  the  appellant  of  a  conditional  used  authorization  decision  to 
the  Board  of  Supervisors;  provided,  however,  that  the  fee  shall  be  waived  if  the  appeal  is  filed 
by  a  neighborhood  organization  that:  (1)  has  been  in  existence  for  24  months  prior  to  the 
appeal  filing  date,  (2)  is  on  the  Planning  Department's  neighborhood  organization  notification 
list,  and  (3)  can  demonstrate  to  the  Planning  Director  or  his/her  designee  that  the  organization 
is  substantially  affected  by  the  proposed  project. 

(2)  Such  fees  shall  be  used  to  defray  the  cost  of  an  appeal  to  the  Planning 
Department.  At  the  time  of  filing  an  appeal,  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  collect 
such  fee  and  forward  the  fee  amount  to  the  Planning  Department 

SEC.  353.  DOWNTOWN  APPLICATIONS. 

(a)  Exception  in  C-3  District  (Section  309):  $1,480.00  $1.701.00  as  an  initial  fee,  plus 
time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  section  350(c)  for  one  or  more  exceptions  to  the  Planning 
Code,  which  shall  not  be  reduced  per  Section  352(c)(2). 

(b)  Modifications  in  C-3  District,  Determination  of  Need  (Section  309):  Same  as 
Basic  commission  hearing  fee  schedule  (Sections  352(c),  352(c)(1)  et  seq.). 
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(c)      Office  Development  Limitation  Projects  (Sections  320  through  323):  $3.970  00 
$4,562.00  per  application  at  initial  intake  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 


(d)     Article  11  Designated  Buildings: 

(1)  Significant  or  Contributory  Building,  Designation  or  Change  of  Boundary: 
$5 J20.00  $5,884.00. 


(2)  Conservation  District,  Designation  or  Change  of  Boundary:  $5,120.00  $5.884.00. 

(3)  Permit  to  Alter  a  Significant  or  Contributory  Building  Within  a  Designated 
Conservation  District,  not  Deemed  Minor  by  the  Zoning  Administrator:  $6, 760. 00  $7.769.00  plus 
time  and  materials  in  excess  of  initial  fee  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(4)  Alteration  of  a  Contributory  Building  Located  Outside  a  Conservation  District 
From  Which  No  TDR  Has  Been  Transferred  and  No  Issuance  of  a  Permit  Pursuant  to 
Sections  1111  through  1111.6:  $6,760.00  $7,769.00. 

(5)  Significant  or  Contributory  Building  Demolition  in  or  outside  of  a  Conservation 
District  for  which  TDRs  have  been  transferred:  $6,760.00  $7, 769.00.  This  fee  shall  be  in 
addition  to  any  fee  otherwise  required  for  permits  to  alter  or  demolish.  However,  applications 
to  demolish  a  Contributory  Building  located  outside  a  Conservation  District  from  which  no 
TDR  has  been  transferred  or  a  Category  V  Building  in  a  Conservation  District  from  which  no 
TDR  has  been  transferred  are  subject  only  to  the  demolition  fee  contained  in  Section  355(b). 

(6)  Statement  of  Eligibility:  $1,200.00  $1,378.00. 

(7)  Certificate  of  Transfer,  Execution:  $3^5. 00  $397.00. 

(8)  Certification  of  Transfer  of  TDR,  Notice  of  Use:  $1,080.00  $1,241.00. 
SEC.  354.  ENVIRONMENTAL  REVIEW. 

See  Administrative  Code,  Section  31.21  et  seq.  for  fees, 
SEC.  355.  PERMIT  APPLICATIONS. 
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(a)     Building  permit  applications  for  a  change  in  use  or  alteration  of  an  existing 
building,  to  be  collected  by  Central  Permit  Bureau;  provided,  however,  that  the  fees  charged 
for  Planning  Department  approval  over-the-counter  for  the  replacement  of  w/indows,  roofs, 
siding,  and  doors  shall  be  reduced  to  Vt.  the  fee  set  forth  below. 
Estimated  Construction  Cost       Initial  Fee 

$272.00  $305M 

3.196%  of  cost  over  $500.00  $10.000.00 
$m.00  $5-15.00  plus  2.85%  3.196%  of  cost  ovor 
$2,000.00  $1.585.00  plus  2.136%  of  cost  over 
$50.000.00  plus  $81.00  Discretionarv  Review 
Surcharge  and  $267.00  Categorical  Exemption 


$0.00  to  $/l99.00  $9.999.00 
$1 0.000. OO-S^GOrOQ  to 
$1,999.00  $49.999.00 
$2,000.00  $50.000.00 
to  $9.999.00  $99.999.00 


$10.000.00  $100.000.00  to 
$99,999.00  $499.999.00 


$100,000.00  $500.000.00 
$499,999.00  to  $999.999.00 


$500,000.00  $1.000.000.00 
to  $4.999.999.00 


$714.00  $801 .00  $2.654.00  plus  QM%  2.337%  of 
cost  over  $10,000.00  $100.000.00  plus  $nm  $81.00 
Discretionary  Review  Surcharge  and  $267.00 
Categorical  Exemption  Stamp  Fee 
^7, $1,305.00  $12.003.00  plus  ft-^  0.560% 
0.591%  of  cost  over  $100,000.00  $500.000.00  plus 
$72.00  $81.00  Discretionary  Review  Surcharge 
and  $267.00  Categorical  Exemption  Stamp  Fee 
$3,16100  $3,547.00  $14.959.00  plus  r3S4%  O.Ad2% 
0.232%  of  cost  over  $1.000.000.00 
plus  $72.00  $81.00  Discretionary 
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Review  Surcharge  and  $267.Q0  Cateqprical 

Exemption  Stamp  Fee 
$5,000,000.00  GWWfB  $20,534.00  $23,021.00  $24,240.00  plus  ..0.04.%  of 

to  $99.999.999.00  cost  over  $5.000.000.00  plus  $72.00  $81.00 

Discretionary  Review  Surcharge  and  S267i)Q 
Categorical  Exemption  Stamp  Fee 
$100.000.00  or  more  $28.041.00  plus  $81.00_DLscretionarY  Review 

Surcharge  and  $267,00  Categorical  Exemption 
Stamp  Fee 

(1)  Applications  with  Verified  Violations  of  this  Code:  The  Planning  Department  shall 
charge  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(2)  Back-Check  Fee  for  Permit  Revisions:  $170.00  $191.00  for  the  initial  fee,  plus 
time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c),  to  be  collected  at  time  of  permit  issuance. 

(3)  Shadow  Review  Impact  Fee  for  New  Construction  or  Alteration  Exceeding  40 
Feet  in  Height  (Section  295):  Additional  $390.00  $438.00  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth  in 
Section  350(c). 

(4)  Public  Notification  Fee  for  Projects  Requiring  Public  Notice  Pursuant  to  Section 
311:  Project  sponsor  may  select  two  options  (1)  full  service  public  notification  whereby  the  City's 
reprogi'aphics  department  will  print  and  mail  public  notices,  $40. 00  $45. 00.  plus  $2. 70  $3. 03  per 
envelope  (subject  to  increase  based  on  envelop  and  postage  costs).  The  Cit\'  's  repro^rayhics 
department  will  print  and  mail  public  notices.  ,  or  (2)  self  service  public  notification  whereby  by 


appointment  the  Department  will  provide  Planning  Department  labels  for  $40.00  plus  $0. 45  per 
envelope  (subject  to  increase  based  on  the  cost  of  envelopes,  and  printing),  and  a  copy  of  the  notice. 
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(5)  Public  Notification  Fee  for  Projects  Requiring  Public  Notice  Pursuant  to  Section 
312:  Project  sponsor-may  select  two  options  (I)  full  service  public  notification  whereby  the  City's 
-eprogi'aphics  department  will  print  and  mail  public  notices,  $40.00  $45.00.  plus  $2.70  $0.89  per 
envelope  (subject  to  increase  based  on  envelope  and  postage  costs j.  The  City 's  reprographics 
department  will  print  and  mail  public  notices.  .  or  (2)  self  service  public  notification  whereby  by 
appointment  the  Department  will  provide  Planning  Department  labels  for  $40.00  plus  $0. 15  per 

velope  (subject  to  increase  based  on  the  cost  of  labels,  envelopes,  and  printing),  and  a  copy  of  the 

(6)  For  projects  with  a  construction  cost  of  $500,000,000.00  $] 00,000.000.00  or  more, 
[he  applicant  shall  be  charged  the  permit  fee  for  a  project  with  a  $5,000,000.00  $100.000,000.00 
construction  cost. 

(7)  Permits  for  solar  panels  and  over-the-counter  permits  for  solar  equipment 
nstallation  shall  be  $115.00  $129.00  per  permit. 

(b)     Building  Permit  Applications  for  a  New  Building: 
Estimated  Construction  Cost  Initial  Fee 

Less  than  $100,000.00 

$0  to  $99.999  $1,517.00  $1.734.00.  plus  $81.00 

Discretionary  Review  Surcharge  and  $267 
Categorical  Exemotion  Stamp  Fee 

$1 00,000.00  to  $499,999.00        $1,517.00  $1,73^.00  $1.735.00.  plus  rm%  0.7'16% 
2.337%  of  cost  over  $100,000.00  plus  $72MQ  $81.00 
Discretionary  Review  Surcharge  and  $267 
Categorical  Exemption  Stamo  fee 
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$500,000.00  to  $4,999,999.00  $4,207.00  $^1, 718. 00  $11^84.00  plus  0.^7^% 
$999.999.00  0746%  of  cost  over  $500,000.00  plus  &^^2-W  $81.00 

Discretionary  Review  Surcharge  and  $267 

Categorical  Exemption  Stamp  fee 
$1 ,000,000  to  $5,000,000.00       $27.292.00  $30.598.00  $14.815  gLus  0.^87%^f_ 
of^nefe  $4.999.999.00  cost  over  $1 .000.000.00  D\yis  $7^2^  $81.00 

Discretionary  Review  Surcharge  and  $267 

Categorical  Exemption  Stamp  fee 
$5.000.000.00  to  $26.296.00  plus  0.005%  of  cost  of  $5.000.000  plus 

$99.999.999.00  $81.00  Discretionary  Review  Surcharge  and  $267 

Categorical  Exemption  Stampjee 
$100.000.000.00  or  more  $31.047.00  plus  $81.00  Discretionary  Review 

Surcharge  and  $267  Categorical  Exemption  Stamp 

fee 

(c)  Demolition  Applications,  to  be  collected  by  Central  Permit  Bureau:  $1,250.00 

$1,351.00. 

(d)  Fire,  Police,  Entertainment  Commission,  State  Alcohol  &  Beverases  Control 
:!)ommission,  and  Health  Department  Permit  Applications  Referral  Review:  $W5. 00  $114.00 
nitial  fee  collected  by  the  other  departments  in  conjunction  with  current  fee  collections,  plus 
ime  and  materials  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(e)  Sign  Permit  Applications,  to  be  collected  by  Central  Permit  Bureau;  $110.00 
^119.00. 

SEC.  356.  PRESERVATION  APPLICATIONS.  (Article  10). 
(a)      Landmark:  $250.00. 
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(b)  Amendment,  Rescission  or  Designation  of  Historical  District:  $1,000.00  plus  time 
and  materials  in  excess  of  initial  fee  as  set  forth  in  Section  350c.  The  Planning  Director  or 
his/her  designee  may  waive  time  and  material  charges  for  the  designation  of  a  Historical 
District  to  encourage  Citywide  preservation  activities. 

(c)  Certificate  of  Appropriateness:  $500.00  $575.00  $288.00  for  applications  with  an 
Bstimated  construction  cost  less  than  $1 ,000.00;  $1,000.00  $1150.00  for  applications  with  an 
estimated  construction  less  than  $20.000.00.  Si. 630.00  $5.321.00  for  applications  with  an 
estimated  construction  value  $20,000.00  and  more,  plus  time  and  materials  in  excess  of  initial 
'ee  as  set  forth  in  Section  350(c). 

(d)  Determination  that  a  Building  is  a  Compatible  Rehabilitation  or  a  Compatible 
Replacement  Building,  Pursuant  to  Section  309  or  1 109:  Same  as  for  Conditional  Use 
[Section  352(a)). 

(e)  Processing  and  Administering  an  Application  for  a  Historical  Properties  Contract 
Jnder  the  California  Mills  Act,  California  Government  Code  Sections  50280—50290: 
$15,000.00  $16,817.00  for  commercial  properties  and  $1,000.00  $1,121.00  $8.412.00  for 
esidential  properties. 

SEC.  357.  TRANSPORTATION  REVIEW  ASSOCIATED  WITH  PROJECT 
APPLICATIONS. 

(al  Transportation  Study  $17,390.00  $19M4.00  plus  time  and  materials  as  set  forth 
n  Section  350(a). 

(b)       Municipal  Transportation  Agency  review  of  transportation  impact  study:  $4. 000  per 

nudv. 

SEC.  358.     GENERAL  ADVERTISING  SIGNS  FEES. 
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(a)  The  fee  for  the  relocation  agreement  application  pursuant  to  Section  61 1  and 
Administrative  Code  Section  2.21  shall  be  $1,000.00  $1148.00  per  individual  relocation 
agreement  application. 

(b)  The  fee  for  the  initial  inventory  processing  pursuant  to  Section  604.2  shall  be 
$560.00  $643.00  per  sign  structure. 

(c)  The  fee  for  an  in-lieu  application  pursuant  to  Section  604.1  shall  be  $320.00 
$367. 00  per  sign  structure. 

(d)  The  fee  for  annual  inventory  maintenance  pursuant  to  Section  604.2  shall  be 
$4SrW  $75.00. 

(e)  Fee  Review  and  Adjustment.  Beginning  with  fiscal  year  2007-2008,  the  fees 

established  in  this  Section  may  be  adjusted  each  year,  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of 

Supervisors,  to  reflect  changes  in  the  relevant  Consumer  Price  Index,  as  determined  by  the 

Controller.  No  later  that  April  15th  of  each  year,  the  Director  shall  submit  the  Department's 

current  fees  schedule  to  the  Controller,  who  shall  apply  the  price  index  adjustment  to  produce 

a  new  fee  schedule  for  the  following  year.  No  later  that  May  1 5th  of  each  year,  the  Controller 

shall  file  a  report  with  the  Board  of  Supen/isors  reporting  the  new  fee  schedule  and  certifying 

that:  (a)  the  fees  produce  sufficient  revenue  to  support  the  costs  of  providing  the  sen/ices  for 

which  the  fee  is  charged  and  (b)  the  fees  do  not  produce  revenue  that  exceeds  the  costs  of 

providing  the  services  for  which  each  permit  fee  is  charged.  Notwithstanding  the  procedures 

set  forth  in  this  Section,  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  in  its  discretion,  may  modify  the  fees  by 

ordinance  at  any  time. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attomey 

See  File  for  Signature 
By:   

JUDITH  A.  BOYAJIAN 

Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Tails 
Ordinance 

File  Number:       080737  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  by  amending  Article  3.5  to  adjust  fees  for 
Planning  Department  services;  and  making  Section  302  and  environmental  findings. 


July  1 6,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  AMENDED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Absent:  1  -  Ammiano 

July  16,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING  AS  AMENDED 
Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Absent:  1  -  Ammiano 

July  22,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


city  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


I 


Printed  at  8:3  7  AM  on  7/24/08 


File  No.  080737  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  22,  2fKJ8  b> 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 


File  No.  080737 
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FILE  NO.  080755 


ORDINANCE  NO.    (5  7  ^  0^ 


[Recreation  and  Park  Department  -  Japanese  Tea  Garden.] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code, 

Article  12,  by  amending  Section  12.05  to  increase  thie  fees  at  the  Japanese  Tea  Garden 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  A'gH'  Roman; 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  otrikothrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  <^^0'^5'S' and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
12.05,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  12.05.  JAPANESE  TEA  GARDEN. 

(a)  The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  for  admission  to  the  Japanese  Tea  Garden: 


Age  Category 

Admission  Fee 

Adult 

%4rQ9  5.00 

Senior  (65+) 

%^  3.00 

Youth  (12-  17  years) 

$3.00 

Child  (4-^5-11  years) 

$1.50 

Child  {4  years  and  under  6  years) 

$0.00 
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(b)  Audio  Tours:  Upon  development,  and  approval  by  the  Commission,  of  an  audio 
tour  for  the  facility,  the  entrance  fee  for  the  facility  shall  be  increased  by  $1 .00  to  cover  the 
cost  of  rental  of  the  tour. 

(c)  Recreation  and  Park  Commission  is  authorized  to  designate  three  free  hours  per 
week  for  entry  to  the  Japanese  Tea  Garden. 

(d)  The  Recreation  and  Park  Commission  is  authorized  to  establish  programs  offering: 

(1)  Bulk  purchase  admission  tickets  for  groups  of  over  20  people  at  a  discount  of  no 
more  than  50  cents  from  the  standard  individual  admission  fee; 

(2)  Special  time-limited  promotions  to  change  admission  fees  (including,  but  not  limited 
to,  joint  marketing  promotions,  coupons,  free  hours  or  days).  Promotional  discounts  will  be 
limited  to  the  equivalent  of  20,000  full  price  admissions  annually. 

(3)  The  Department  will  report  within  90  days  of  the  end  of  any  promotion,  or  annually 
for  ongoing  promotions,  to  the  Recreation  and  Park  Commission  of  the  efficacy  of  any 
promotion  in  increasing  visitation  and  the  impact  on  revenues  to  the  Department. 

(e)  The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  for  weddings  in  the  Japanese  Tea  Garden: 


First  two  hours:  Reservation  fee 

%mrm  300.00 

Each  additional  hour  -  Hourly  rate,  minimum 
2  hours 

$100.00 

DVED  AS  TO  FORM: 

S  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

By: 


Vll^^ilNIA  DARIO  ELIZONDO 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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File  Number:       080755  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  nnaking  environmental  findings  and  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by 
amending  Section  12.05  to  increase  the  fees  at  the  Japanese  Tea  Garden. 


July  16,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  9  -  Alioto-Pier,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick., 
Mirkarimi,  Sandoval 
Noes:  1  -  Peskin 
Absent:  1  -  Anruniano 

July  22, 2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Sandoval 
Noes:  1  -  Peskin 


Gty  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Prinred  at  11:08  AM  or 


File  No.  080755  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  22, 2008  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 
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FILE  NO.  080757 


ORDINANCE  NO.    [  S'S  S 


[Recreation  and  Park  Department  -  Conservatory  of  Flowers  Facility  Rental  Fees.] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code, 
Article  12,  Section  12.34,  to  establish  facility  rental  fees  for  the  Conservatory  of 
Flowers. 

Note:  Additions  are  simple-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  Gtrikothrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  {California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
12.34,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  12.34.  ADMISSION  FOR  THE  CONSERVATORY  OF  FLOWERS  FEES. 

(a)  Admission  Fees.  The  following  admission  fees  shall  be  charged  for  admission  to  the 
Conservatory  of  Flowers: 


Age  Category 

Rate 

Adults: 

$5.00 

Youth  12-17  and  Seniors  65  and  over: 

$3.00 

Children  5-  11: 

$1.50 

Children  4  and  under: 

no  fee 

Page  1 
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San  Francisco  school  groups  K  -  12  with  prior  scheduling:    no  fee 


(b)  In  addition,  the  Conservatory  of  Flowers  will  be  open  without  charge  one  day  each 
month  and  on  sponsored  special  event  days. 

(c)  Facility  Rental  Fees.  The  followins  fees  shall  be  charsedfor  rental  of  Conservatory  of 
Flowers  facilities: 


Rental  Area 

Hourly  Rate 

Minimum  Hours 

Conservatory  Only 

After  Hours  Tours 

$600.00 

2 

Event 

$1,250.00 

2 

Garden  Club,  Botanical  Garden,  or 

$3.00  per  person 

None 

University  Botanical  Program  Tours 

Conservatory  &  Reception  Space 

Wedding  Ceremony 

$3,000.00 

2 

Weddins  Ceremony  and  Reception 

$1,450.00 

6 

Corporate  Event* 

$1,500.00 

4 

All  Other  Events 

$1,250.00 

2 

Children 's  (Ases  5  -  13)  Birthday  Party 

$200.00 

3 

*  "Corporate  Event"  means  any  rental  by.  on  behalf  of  or  in  connection  with  any  corporate 
entity,  except  for  any  entity  qualifvins  for  tax-exempt  status  under  26  U.S.C.  §50 1(c)(3). 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM; 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By: 


VIR 

NIA  DARIO  ELIZONDO 

Deputy  City  Attorney 
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File  Number:       080757  Date  Passed. 


Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12, 
Section  12.34,  to  establish  facility  rental  fees  for  the  Conservatory  of  Flowers. 


July  1 6,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Absent:  1  -  Ammiano 

July  22, 2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Printed  at  II  39  A.'^  on  7/23/08 


File  No.  080757  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  22,  2008  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 
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FILE  NO.  080748 


ORDINANCE  NO.    [  59-^08 


[Health  Inspection  Fees.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Health  Code  by  deleting  Sections  609,  609.1, 

609.2,  and  609.3  and  adding  new  Sections  609,  609.1,  and  609.2  to  impose  a  fee  for 

vector  control  and  healthy  housing  inspections,  increase  fees  for  reinspections, 

substitute  the  lien  procedures  of  Article  XX  of  Chapter  10  of  the  San  Francisco 

Administrative  Code  for  collection  of  reinspection  fees,  and  add  provisions  for  the 

Controller  to  adjust  fees  annually,  and  making  environmental  findings. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  strikcthrough- italics  Times  Ncw  Roma-H. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethfough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1 .  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in 

this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California 

Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Cierk  of 

the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Health  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  deleting  Sections 

609,  609.1,  609.2,  and  609.3  and  adding  new  sections  609,  609.1  and  609.2  to  read  as 

follows: 

SEC.  609.  REINSPECTION  FEE  AUTHORIZED. 

If  an  inspection  by  a  representative  of  the  Department  of  Public  Health  discloses  a  violation 
any  provision  of  this  Code  or  of  any  State  law  for  which  the  Department  is  responsible  for  cnforccmcfU. 
the  Department  shall  determine  a  period  of  time  that  is  reasonable  to  correct  the  violation  and  shall 
thereafter  reinspect  the  property  to  verify  ■such.€CUX.C£iim.Jf:lc_Qcpartment  shall  collect  a  fee  from  the 
legal  owner  of  the  property  in  the  amount  of  $63  to  compensate  the  Department  for  its  costs  in 

DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 
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performing  the  rcinspcction.  Rcinspections  which  require  more  than  one  hour  to  complete  shall  be 
subject  to  an  additional  fee  at  the  rate  of  $15  for  each  quarter  hour  or  part  thereof  beyond  the  first  60 
minutes.  If  more  than  one  reinspection  is  necessary  to  secure  correction  of  the  violation,  the 
Department  shall  collect  a  fee  in  the  amount  set  forth  herein  for  each  rcinspcction. 

VECTOR  CONTROL  AND  HEALTHY  HOUSING  INSPECTION  PROGRAM  FEE 

(a)  Payment  of  Fee.  Every  owner  of  an  apartment  house  or  hotel,  as  these  terms  are  defined 
by  Section  401  of  the  San  Francisco  Buildins  Code,  shall  pay  an  annual  fee  to  the  Department  as 
required  by  this  Section.  This  fee  shall  be  known  as  the  "Vector  Control  and  Healthy  Housin2 
Inspection  Program  Fee. "  The  amount  of  the  fee  shall  be  determined  by  the  number  of  rental  units  in 
the  building.  For  purposes  of  this  section,  "rental  unit"  shall  mean  a  dwelling  unit,  as  that  term  is 
defined  by  Section  401  of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code,  which  is  rented  or  offered  for  rental  at  any 
time  during  the  year  for  which  the  fee  is  billed,  whether  rent  is  paid  in  money,  goods,  or  services.  An 
owner  of  a  residential  condominium  located  in  a  building  with  three  or  more  rental  units  (including  but 
not  limited  to  condominiums)  shall  pay  a  fee  proportional  to  that  owner's  share  of  the  rental  units  in 
the  buildins. 

(b)  Purpose  of  Fee.  The  City  may  expend  the  proceeds  of  this  fee  only  to  defray  the 
program  and  other  costs  of  the  vector  control,  lead  hazards,  asbestos  hazards,  and  other  inspections 
for  health  violations  and  the  regulation  of  these  buildings  by  the  Department  of  Public  Health  pursuant 
to  Cal.  Gov.  Code  Sec.  54988.  The  Director  shall  develop  a  program  for  regularly  occurring 
inspections.  In  addition,  the  Department  may  make  additional  inspections  to  respond  to  complaints  by 
occupants,  or  as  otherwise  appropriate. 

(c)  Responsibility  for  Payment.  The  owner  is  responsible  for  payment  of  the  fee.  The  City 
may  collect  only  one  annual  fee  set  forth  in  subsection  (f)  per  apartment  house  or  hotel,  except  that 
residential  condominium  owners  shall  pay  their  share  of  the  fee  as  set  forth  in  subsection  (a).  Where 
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1 

more  than  one  verson  has  an  ownership  interest  in  an  apartment  house  or  hotel,  each  owner  is 

2 

responsible  for  payment  of  the  fee. 

3 

(d)     Late  payment  penalty.  If  an  owner  does  not  pay  the  fee  recjuired  by  this  Section  within  30 

4 

days  of  the  due  date  the  owner  shall  pay  a  late  payment  penalty  of  $10.  If  an  owner  does  not  pay  the 

5 

fee  within  60  days  of  the  due  date,  the  owner  shally  pay  an  additional  late  payment  penalty  of  $20. 

6 

(e)       Collection  of  Fee.  In  the  event  that  the  owner  fails  to  pay  any  fee  due  under  this  Section. 

7 

the  City  may  collect  the  fee  throush  the  placement  of  a  lien  in  the  amount  of  the  fee  owed  or  delinquent. 

8 

plus  interest  at  the  rate  of  one  and  /4  percent  per  month  on  the  outstanding  balance  and  any  late 

9 

payment  penalties,  against  the  real  property  pursuant  to  the  procedures  set  forth  in  Cal.  Government 

10 

Code  Sec.  54988  and  Chapter  10,  Article  XX  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  (bezinninz  with 

11 

Section  10.230).  In  accordance  with  California  Government  Code  Section  54988.  all  laws  applicable 

12 

to  the  lew,  collection,  and  enforcement  of  ad  valorem  taxes  shall  be  applicable  to  the  proposed  lien. 

13 

(f)  Fee  Schedule. 

14 

Apartment  Buildins  Fees 

15 

Number  of  Rental  Units  In  Apartment  Building 

Fee  Per  Building  Per  Annum 

16 

3  units 

$25 

17 

4-6  units 

$31 

18 

7-10  units 

$42 

19 

11-15  units 

$50 

20 

16-20  units 

$70 

21 

21-30  units 

$82 

Over  30  units 

$103 

23 

24 
25 

Hotel  Fees 
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Number  of  Rental  Units  of  Hotel 

Fee  Per  Building  Per  Annum 

Less  than  20  units 

$151 

20-29  units 

$177 

30-39  units 

$218 

40-49  units 

$269 

50-59  units 

$353 

60-99  units 

$407 

100-149  units 

$439 

150-175  units 

$494 

More  than  1 75  units 

$582 

SEC.  609.1.  NOTICE  UPON  NONPAYMENT. 

The  Department  shall  scnd-a^vritten  notice  to  the  legal  owner  of  the  property  requesting 
payment  of  the  reinspeeti&nfees  levied  pursuant  to  Section  609.- The  notice  shall  request  that  the  fees 
he  paid  within  30  days  of  the  date  of  notice  and  shall -warn  the  owner  of possible  penalties  and  interest 
fees  if  payment  is  not-made  within  that  time.  If  payment  is  not  rcceivcd,-the  Department  shall  send  a 
second  request  stating  that  the  legal  owner  is  liable  for  payment  of  the  cost  indicated  on  the  notice  and 
that  if  the  Department  does  not  receive  payment  within  30  days  of  the  date  of  the  second  request,- a 
penalty  of  $40  or  10  percent  of  the  amount  due,  whichever  is  greater,  plus  interest  at  the  rate  of  one 
and  1/2  percentper  month  on  the  outstanding  balance,  shall  be  added  to  the- amount  otherwise  due. 

Interest  fees,  if  imposed,  shall  accrue  beginning  on  thedate  of  the  second  notice.  The  second 
request  shall  also  notify  the  owner  of  the  property  that  the  City  is  authorized  by  the  provisions  of  this 
Section  to  enforce  payment  of  reinspection  fees  and  penalty  and  interest  payments  by  the  imposition  of 
a  lien  on  the  yroverty.REINSPECTION  FEE  AUTHORIZED, 
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(a)  If  an  inspection  discloses  a  violation  of  any  provision  of  this  Code  or  of  any  State  law 
for  which  the  Department  is  responsible  for  en  forcement,  the  Department  shall  determine  a  period  of 
time  that  is  reasonable  to  correct  the  violation  and  shall  thereafter  reinspect  the  property  to  verify  such 
correction.  The  term  "reinspection"  shall  refer  to  any  inspection  by  the  Department  to  verify  whether 
an  owner  has  corrected  a  violation. 

(b)  Except  as  provided  in  subsection  (c),  the  owner  shall  pay  a  fee  in  the  amount  of  $167 
per  hour  for  each  reinspection  by  an  environmental  health  inspector,  and  $150  per  hour  for  each 
reinspection  by  an  environmental  health  technician  to  compensate  the  Department  for  its  costs  in 
performing  the  reinspection.  Reinspections  that  require  more  than  one  hour  to  complete  shall  be 
subject  to  an  additional  fee  at  the  rate  of  $83  for  reinspections  by  environmental  health  inspectors,  and 
$75  for  reinspections  by  environmental  health  technicians,  for  each  half-hour  or  part  thereof  beyond 
the  first  60  minutes.  If  more  than  one  reinspection  is  necessary  to  secure  correction  of  a  violation,  the 
owner  shall  pay  a  fee  in  the  amount  set  forth  herein  for  each  reinspection.  In  the  event  that  the  owner 
fails  to  pay  any  reinspection  fee  due  under  this  Section  within  30  days  of  the  due  date,  the  owner  must 
pay  a  late  payment  penalty  of  $40.  and  the  City  may  collect  the  reinspection  fee  tliroush  the  placement 
of  a  lien  in  the  amount  of  the  fee  and  any  late  payment  penalty  owed  or  delinquent,  plus  interest  of  one 
and  V2  percent  per  month,  against  the  real  property  pursuant  to  the  procedures  set  forth  in  Chapter  10. 
Article  XX  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  {beginning  with  Section  10.230). 

(c)  The  Vector  Control  and  Healthy  Housing  Fee  shall  cover  the  cost  of  regularly  occuring 
inspections,  initial  complaint-based  inspections,  and  the  first  reinspection.  Hie  reinspection  fees 
described  in  subsection  (b)  shall  apply  to  apartment  houses  and  hotels  subject  to  the  Vector  Control 
and  Healthy  Housing  Inspection  Program  Fee  for  the  second  and  every  subsequent  reinspection 
necessary  to  secure  the  correction  of  a  violation.  In  addition  to  the  lien  procedures  set  out  in 
subsection  (b).  all  laws  applicable  to  the  levy,  collection,  and  enforcement  of  ad  valorem  taxes  shall  be 
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applicable  to  proposed  liens  for  collection  of  reinspection  fees  for  property  subject  to  the  Vector 
Control  and  Healthy  Housing  Inspection  Prosram  Fee. 

SEC.  609.2.  HE^iRING  UPON  NONPAYMENT. 

If  the  Department  docs  not  receive  payment  of  the  amount  due  within  30  days  of  the  date  of  the 
second  request  for  payment,  the  Department  shall  conduct  a  hearing  to  consider  any  protests  or 
objections  to  the  imposition  of  the  fees  authorized  by  Section  609.  The  Department  shall  fix  a  time,  date 
and  place  for  the  hearing  and  shall  mail  notice  of  the  hearing  to  each  owner  of  the  property  not  less 
than  10  days  prior  to  the  date  of  the  hearing.  The  notice  shall  state  the  name  of  each  legal  owner  of  the 
property,  the  amount  due,  and  a  description  of  each  parcel  of  property  which  is  the  subject  of  the 
reinspection  fee.  The  descriptions  of parcels  shall  be  those  used  for  the  same  parcels  on  the  Assessor's 
map  boolcs  for  the  current  year.  Following  the  hearing,  the  Director  of  Public  Health  or  a  designee 
shall  determine  whether  the  reinspection  costs  and  any  penalty  and  interest  payments  imposed  pursuant 
to  Section  609  should  be  affirmed,  modified  or  vacated.  The  Director  shall  send  written  notice  of  the 
decision  to  the  owner  of  the  property.  The  notice  shall  state  that  the  owner  has  10  days  in  which  to  pay 
any  amount  determined  due  and  that  failure  to  pay  within  the  time  set  forthwill  result  in  the  imposition 
of  a  lien  upon  the  property.  The  Director  of  Health  may  adopt  rules  and  regulations  regarding  the 
hearing  procedure  and  other  matters  relating  to  imposition  and  collection  of  reinspection  fees; 
including  penalty  and  interest  payments. FEE  ADJUSTMENT. 

Beginning  with  fiscal  year  2008-2009  and  annually  thereafter,  the  fees  set  forth  in  Sections  609 
and  609.1  may  be  adjusted  each  year,  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  as  set  forth  in 
this  Section. 

Not  later  than  April  1 ,  the  Director  shall  report  to  the  Controller  the  revenues  generated  by  the 
fees  for  the  prior  fiscal  year  and  the  prior  fiscal  year's  costs  of  operation,  as  well  as  any  other 
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information  that  the  Controller  determines  appropriate  to  the  performance  of  the  duties  set  forth  in  this 
Section. 

Not  later  than  May  15,  the  Controller  shall  determine  whether  the  current  fees  have  produced 
or  are  projected  to  produce  revenues  sufficient  to  support  the  costs  of  providing  the  services  for  which 
the  fee  is  assessed  and  that  the  fees  will  not  produce  revenue  which  is  significantly  more  than  the  costs 
of  providins  the  services  for  which  the  fee  is  assessed. 

The  Controller  shall,  if  necessary,  adjust  the  fees  upward  or  downward  for  the  upcoming  fiscal 
year  as  appropriate  to  ensure  that  the  program  recovers  the  costs  of  operation  without  producing 
revenue  which  is  significantly  more  than  such  costs.  The  adjusted  rates  shall  become  operative  on  July 
L 

SEC  609.3.  LIEN  PROCEDURES  INITIATED  UPON  NONPAYMENT 
If  the  property  owner  fails  to  pay  any  amount  determined  due  following  a  hearing  within  the 
time  required  by  Section  609.2,  the  Director  of  Public  Health  or  a  designee  shall  initiate  a  special 
assessment  lien  proceeding  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  Article  XX  of  Chapter  JO  (beginning  with 
Section  10.230)  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.  Notwithstanding  anything  to  the  contrary  in 
Article  XX  of  Chapter  10,  pursuant  to  Section  38773.5  of  the  California  Government  Code,  the  Board 
may  order  that  the  amount  of  the  lien  be  specially  assessed  against  the  parcel.  Upon  such  an  order,  the 
entire  unpaid  balance  of  the  costs,  including  any  penalty  and  interest  payments  on  the  unpaid  balance 
to  the  date  that  the  Department  reports  to  the  Board  shall  be  included  in  the  special  assessment  lion 
against  the  property.  The  Department  shall  report  charges  against  delinquent  accounts  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  at  least  once  each  year.  At  the  time  the  special  assessment  is  imposed,  the  Director  shall 
give  notice  to  the  property  owner  by  certified  mail,  and  shall  inform  the  property  owner  that  the 
property  may  be  sold  by  the  Tax  Collector  for  unpaid  delinquent  assessments  after  three  years.  The 
assessment  may  be  collected  at  the  same  time  and  in  the  same  manner  as  ordinary  municipal  taxes  arc 
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collected,  and  shall  be  subject  to  the  same  penalties  and  procedure  and  sale  in  case  of  delinquency  as 
provided  for  ordinaiy  municipal  taxes.  All  tax  laws  applicable  to  the  lc\y,  collection  and  enforcement 
of  ordinary  municipal  taxes  shall  be  applicable  to  the  special  assessment.  However,  if  any  real  propei'ty 
to  which  a  cost  of  abatement  relates  has  been  transferred  or  conveyed  to  a  bona  fide  purchaser  for 
value, or  if  a  lien  of  a  bona  fide  encumbrancer  forvaluo  has  been  created  and  attaches  thereon,  prior 
to  the  date  on  which  the  first  installment  of  taxes  would  become  delinquent,- ihen  the  cost  of  abatement 
shall  not  result  in  a  lien  against  the  real  property  but  instead  shall  be  transferred  to  the  unsecured  roll 
for  collection. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By:  ^   

CECILIAT.  MANGOBA 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance  amending  San  Francisco  Health  Code  by  deleting  Sections  609,  609  1,  609.2,  and  609  3 
and  adding  new  Sections  609,  609.1,  609.2  to  impose  a  fee  for  vector  control  and  healthy  housing 
inspections,  increase  fees  for  reinspections,  substitute  the  lien  procedures  of  Article  XX  of  Chapter  10 
of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  for  collection  of  reinspection  fees,  and  add  provisions  for 
the  Controller  to  adjust  annually,  and  making  environmental  findings. 
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FILE  NO.  080747 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


11^0-0% 


[Ambulance  Permit  Fees.] 

Ordinance  amending  Section  249.8  of  tiie  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  to 
increase  annual  ambulance  permit  fees  and  create  a  fee  for  initial  ambulance  provider 
permit  application;  and  making  environmental  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  is  hereby  amended 
by  amending  Section  249.8,  to  read  as  follows: 
SEC.  249.8.  PRIVATE  AMBULANCES. 

Every  person,  firm  or  corporation  engaged  in  operating  a  private  ambulance  that 
requires  a  permit  from  the  Health  Department  shall  pay  an  initial  ambulance  provider  permit 
application  fee  of  $10,000  at  the  time  of  filin2  the  initial  application,  as  well  as  an  annual  license  fee 
of  $1,400442  for  each  vehicle  to  the  Tax  Collector.  The  annual  license  fees  prescribed  by  this 
Section  are  due  and  payable  on  an  annual  basis. 


Note: 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City 


By: 


Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance  amending  Section  249.8  of  the  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code  to 
increase  annual  ambulance  permit  fees  and  create  a  fee  for  initial  ambulance  provider  permit 
application;  and  making  environmental  findings. 


July  1 6,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  22,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 
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FILE  NO.  080746 


ORDINANCE  NO.  [ig\~D^ 


[Risk  Management  Program  Fees.] 

Ordinance  amending  Section  1191  of  San  Francisco  Health  Code  Article  21 A  to 
increase  fees  for  Risk  Management  Plans  and  inspections  of  stationary  sources  by  the 
Department  of  Public  Health  and  making  environmental  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco; 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

A.      The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Health  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
1 191  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  1191.  FEES  AND  CHARGES 

(a)      In  accordance  with  the  single  fee  system  established  pursuant  to  Health  and 
Safety  Code  Section  25404.5,  stationary  sources  required  under  this  Article  to 
submit  an  RMP  shall  pay  the  following  fees  and  charges: 

(1)      RMP  Review  and  Processing  Fees.  A  stationary  source  that  is  notified  that  it 
must  submit  an  RMP  shall  pay  the  following  one-time  fee  to  cover  the  cost  of 
submission  review  and  processing.  This  fee  shall  be  due  at  the  time  the 
stationary  source  is  notified\that'it'must  prepare  an  RMP: 
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(A)  Program  1  facilities:  $1  OH  for  fiscal  year  200^  (beginning  July  1,  2001),  $1103  for 
fiscal  year  2005  (beginning  July  1,  2005),  $1166  for  fiscal  year  2006  (beginning  July  1, 
20m  $1266; 

(B)  Program  2  or  3  facilities:  $61 36  for  fiscal  year  2001  (beginning  July  1,  2001),  $6180 
for  fiscal  year  2005  (beginning  July  1,  2005),  $6849 for  fiscal  year  2006  (beginning  July 
1.  2006)  $7436: 

(2)     Annual  Fee  for  Stationary  Sources.  A  stationary  source  that  is  required  to 

prepare  and  maintain  an  RMP  shall  pay  the  following  annual  fee,  due  at  the  first 
billing  cycle  after  the  RMP  is  considered  complete  by  the  Director,  and  annually 
thereafter: 

(A)  Program  1  facilities:  $148  for  fiscal  year  2004  (beginning  July  1,  2001),  $156  for  fiscal 
year  2005  (beginning  July  1.  2005),  $165  for  fiscal  year  2006  (beginning  July  1,  2006) 
$180; 

(B)  Program  2  or  3  facilities:  $296 for  fiscal  year  2004  (beginning  July  1,  2001),  $3 13  for 
fiscal  year  2005  (beginning  July  1,  2005),  $3 30 for  fiscal  year  2006  (beginning  July  1, 

(b)     Beginning  with  fiscal  year  2007-2008,  no  later  than  April  1 5  of  each  year,  the 
Controller  shall  adjust  the  fees  provided  in  this  Article  to  reflect  changes  in  the 
relevant  Consumer  Price  Index,  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of 
Supervisors.  In  adjusting  the  fees,  the  Controller  may  round  these  fees  up  or 
down  to  the  nearest  dollar,  half-dollar  or  quarter-dollar.  The  Director  shall 
perform  an  annual  review  of  the  fees  scheduled  to  be  assessed  for  the  following 
fiscal  year  and  shall  file  a  report  with  the  Controller  no  later  than  May  1st  of  each 
year,  proposing,  if  necessary,  an  adjustment  to  the  fees  to  ensure  that  costs  are 
fully  recovered  and  that  fees  do  not  produce  significantly  more  revenue  than 
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required  to  cover  the  costs  of  operating  the  program.  The  Controller  shall  adjust 
fees  when  necessary  in  either  case. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By: 


CECILIA  T.  MANGOBA 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  080758 


ORDINANCE  NO.  [(p^-Q^ 


[Fees  for  Fire  Department  Services  and  Pernnits.] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  Sections  105.6.47,  105.6.48, 
112.2, 112.3, 112.7, 112.8,  112.9,  112.10,  112.11,  112.15,  112.17,  112.18  and  Tables  112-A, 
112-B  and  112-C  of  Appendix  Cliapter  1  of  tiie  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  to  increase  fees 
for  certain  Fire  Department  services  and  permits,  amending  Section  112.9  to  add  a 
Premium  TIan  Review  service,  and  adding  Sections  105.6.50, 112.19,  and  112.20  to 
Appendix  Chapter  1  of  thie  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  to  establish  fees  for  certain  Fire 
Department  services  and  permits,  to  become  operative  on  its  effective  date  or  on  July 
1 ,  2008,  whichever  is  later. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Environmental  Findings.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the 
actions  contemplated  in  this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (Califomia  Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is 


incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
105.6.47  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  renumber  that  section  as  Section  105.6.48,  as  follows: 

105.6.^7.  105.6.48  [For  SF]  Parking  lots  and  garages.  To  operate  a  parking  lot  or 
parking  garage.  See  Chapter  46.  , 
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Section  3.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
105.6.48  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  renumber  that  section  as  Section  105.6.49,  as  follows: 

105.6.48. 105.6.49  [For  SF]  Battery  systems.  To  operate  a  storage  battery  system 
having  a  liquid  capacity  of  more  than  50  gallons  (189L).  See  Section  608. 

Section  4.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section 
1 05.6.50  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

105. 6.50  [For  SF]  To  maintain  firefishter  air  systems.  See  Section  511.2. 

Section  5.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 

1 12.2  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

1 1 2.2  [For  SF]  Permit  Filing  Fees.  The  filing  fee  for  each  permit  shall  be  as  set  forth  in 
Table  106  A  112-A.  Inspections  Permit  related  services,  including  inspections,  that  require  more 
than  two  hours  to  complete  shall  be  subject  to  an  additional  fee  of  $99tQ9-$95. 00  for  each  hour. 

Section  6.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 

1 1 2.3  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

1 12.3  [For  SF]  Reinspection  of  Violation  Fees.  If  an  inspection  by  a  designated  officer 
or  employee  of  the  fire,  department  discloses  a  violation(s)  of  this  code,  the  chief  shall 
determine  a  period  of  time  that  is  reasonable  to  remedy  the  violation  and  reinspect  the 
property  to  verify  such  correction.  The  department  shall  collect  a  fee  in  the  amount  of  $180.00 
$190.00  to  compensate  for  its  costs  of  performing  such  reinspection  to  certify  correction  of  the 
code  violation(s)  and  secure  compliance  with  the  applicable  requirements.  Inspections  that 
require  more  than  one  hour  to  complete  shall  be  subject  to  an  additional  fee  at  the  rate  of  $22.50 for 
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cac/i  quarter-hour  increment  beyond  the  first  sixty  minutes  of  the  department 's  on  site  review.  JJjhe 
time  required  for  the  inspection  exceeds  1  hour,  additional  fees  will  be  assessed  at  the  rate  of  $95.00 
per  hour. 

Section  7.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  annending  Section 

11 2.7  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

11 2.7  [For  SF]  Referral  Fees.  Upon  the  request  of  a  government  agency,  person  or  firm 
for  a  preliminary  site  inspection  or  survey  of  a  premise  for  compliance  with  this  code  or  other 
regulatory  codes  enforced  by  this  department,  a  service  fee  of  $90.00  $95.00  per  hour  shall  be 
collected  for  such  on-site  inspections  and  consultations.  Fees  shall  be  paid  at  the  time  the 
request  is  submitted.  Fees  referenced  in  the  California  Health  and  Safety  Code  shall  take 
precedence  over  this  fee. 

Section  8.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 

1 12.8  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

112.8  [For  SF]  High-Rise  Inspection  Fees.  For  inspections  of  high-rise  structures 
pursuant  to  Section  13217  of  the  California  Health  and  Safety  Code,  the  owner  of  the 
structure  shall  pay  a  fee  to  cover  the  department's  costs  of  inspection.  Such  fee  shall  be 
calculated  on  the  basis  of  $9.50  $  J  0.00  per  1000  square  feet  of  gross  floor  area,  and  shall  be 
collected  by  the  fire  department. 

Section  9.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 

1 12.9  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

112.9  [For  SF]  Plan  Review  Fees.  Upon  application  for  a  permit  for  the  erection  of  a 
new  building  or  for  alteration  work  for  which  plans  are  required  by  the  department  of  building 
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inspection,  the  central  permit  bureau  shall  charge  and  collect  a  fee  to  compensate  the  fire 
department  for  its  costs  of  reviewing  plans  submitted  with  building  permit  applications  for 
compliance  with  fire  safety  regulations.  The  fee  shall  be  based  on  the  valuation  of  the  work  as 
determined  by  the  department  of  building  inspection.  The  fee  for  each  permit  shall  be  as  set 
forth  in  Table  112-B.  The  fire  department  shall  collect  a  fee  in  the  amount  of  $90.00  $95.00  per 
hour  or  fraction  thereof  for  any  back  checking  review  of  previously  approved  plans.  The  Fire 
Department  shall  offer  Premier  Plan  Review  service  at  the  request  of  the  applicant.  When  lossed  into 
the  Fire  Department,  plans  in  this  program  will  be  given  priority  service.  The  Fire  Department 
Premium  Plan  Review  surcharge  fee  shall  be  50%  of  the  total  Fire  Department  plan  review  fee. 

Section  10.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
1 12.10  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

1 12.10  [For  SF]  Field  Inspection  Fees.  When  the  fire  department  determines  a  field 
inspection  is  also  required  to  certify  that  building  construction  is  in  compliance  with  fire  safety 
regulations,  it  shall  calculate  an  additional  fee  to  compensate  for  the  additional  costs  to 
conduct  such  inspection(s).  The  central  permit  bureau  shall  collect  the  inspection  fee  due,  as 
calculated  by  the  fire  department,  prior  to  the  issuance  of  a  building  permit.  Additional 
inspection  time  required  over  the  amount  of  time  set  forth  in  Table  106-C  shall  be  purchased 
prior  to  inspection.  The  fire  department  shall  collect  a  fee  of  $90.00  $95.00  per  hour  for  the  cost 
of  providing  the  inspection  sen/ice.  The  fire  department  shall  reimburse  department  of  building 
inspection  special  fund  for  the  costs  incurred  by  the  department  of  building  inspection  in 
collecting  such  fees.  The  fee  for  each  permit  shall  be  as  set  forth  in  Table  1 12-C.  Initial  field 
inspection  fees  will  be  charged  for  inspections  of  new  fire  alarm,  sprinkler,  and  gaseous 
suppression  systems  per  the  notation  in  Table  1 12-C. 
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Section  11.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
112.11  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

112.11  [ForSF]  Pre-application  plan  review.  When  a  party  wishes  to  discuss  specific 
design  issues  or  submit  preliminary  designs  for  review  and  comment  by  the  Fire  Department 
prior  to  formal  application  for  pennit,  a  fee  oi  $180.00  $190.00  will  be  assessed.  This  fee  will 
provide  the  applicant  with  up  to  two  hours  for  research  and  meeting  with  Fire  Department 
personnel.  If  the  time  required  for  the  research  and  meeting  exceeds  2  hours,  additional  fees  will  he 
assessed  at  the  rate  of  $95. 00  per  hour. 

Section  12.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
112.15  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

112.15  [ForSF]  Overtime  Fee.  Upon  a  request  from  a  person  or  firm  for  an  inspection 
that  is  not  scheduled  during  an  employee's  normal  working  schedule,  an  overtime  fee  will  be 
charged.  An  overtime  fee  of  $101.00  $111.00  per  hour  shall  be  collected.  The  minimum 
compensation  will  be  four  hours. 

Section  13.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 

1 12.17  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

1 12.17  [For  SF]  Water  Flow  Request  Fee.  Upon  a  request  from  a  person  or  firm  for 
water  flow  information,  a  water  flow  fee  of  $45.00  $95.00  will  be  charged.  If  the  information 
requested  requires  tka^Fwe  Department  employees  arc  required  to  perform  an  on-site  water 
flow  test,  a  fee  of  $180.00  $190.00  will  be  charged. 

Section  14.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 

112.18  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 
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112.18  [For  SF1  Residential  Apartment/Hotel  Inspection  Fee.  An  inspection  fee  of  $146.00 
will  be  charged  for  the  inspection  of  buildinss  under  the  Rl  and  R2  Residential  Apartment/Hotel 
Inspection  Program.  Fee  Setting  Procedure.  Each  year  the  Chief  shall  report  the  revenues  received 
from  each  type  of  fee  collected  by  the  Fire  Department,  the  costs,  both  direct  and  indirect,  incurred  in 
providing  the  sendees  for  which  the  fee  is  assessed,  the  anticipated  costs  for  the  ensuing  fiscal  year  and 
the  rates  which  would  be  necessary  to  support  such  cost  for  each  type  of fee.  The  Chief  shall  file  the 
report  yvith  the  Controller  not  later  than  April  1st  of  each  year  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code.  The  Controller  shall  file  said  report  with  the  Board  of  Supervisors  no 
later  than  May  15th  of  each  year.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  shall,  by  ordinanee,-establish  or  adjust-the 
rates  for  any  Fire  Department  fees.  Tlie  rates  set  shall  be  equal  to,  but  not  greater  than,  the  rates 
necessary  to  support  the  costs  of providing  the  services  for  which  each  fce-is-asscssed. 


Section  1 5.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section 

1 12.19  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

112.19  [For  SFl  Key  Box  Installation  and  Maintenance  Prozram.  A  maintenance  fee  of  $52. 00 
will  be  charged  annually  for  the  Key  Box  Installation  and  Maintenance  Program. 

Section  1 6.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section 

1 12.20  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

1 12.20  [For  SF]  Fee-Settins:  Procedure.  Each  year  the  Chief  shall  report  the  revenues 
received  from  each  type  of  fee  collected  by  the  Fire  Department,  the  costs,  both  direct  and  indirect, 
incurred  in  providing  the  services  for  which  the  fee  is  assessed,  the  anticipated  costs  for  the  ensuing 
fiscal  year  and  the  rates  which  would  be  necessary  to  support  such  cost  for  each  type  of  fee.  The  Chief 
shall  file  the  report  with  the  Controller  not  later  than  April  1st  of  each  year  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.  The  Controller  shall  file  said  report  with  the  Board  of 
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Supervisors  no  later  than  May  15th  of  each  year.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  shall,  by  ordinance, 
establish  or  adjust  the  rates  for  any  Fire  Department  fees.  The  rates  set  shall  be  equal  to,  but  not 
greater  than,  the  rates  necessary  to  support  the  costs  of  providing  the  services  for  which  each  fee  is 
assessed. 


Section  17.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Table  112-A  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 


TABLE  112-A  -  PERMIT  FEES 

TYPE  OF  PERMIT 

FEE 

Aircraft  repair  hanger 

SJS0.00S270 

00 

Aircraft  refueling  vehicles 

$180. 003270 

00 

Automobile  parking  station 

SJSO  00 $270 

00 

Burning,  removal  of  paint 

$180  00$2  70 

00 

Cellulose  nitrate  film 

$180. 00$270 

00 

Cellulose  nitrate  storage 

$180.00^270 

00 

Combustible  fiber  storage 

$180.00$270 

00 

Combustible  material  storage 

$180.00$270 

00 

Combustible  metal  processing 

SI  80. 00$  2  70 

00 

Compressed  gases  ■  

— SI  80.00 

Compressed  sases.  /^Atonflammable 

$130  00 $2  70 

00 

Compressed  sases,  /Flammable 

$180  00$270 

00 

Installation  of  nonflammable  medical  gas  system 

S180.00$270. 

00 

Installation  of  flammable  gas  system 

00 

Conditional  use 

$90.00 

Ciyogcnic  fluids  —  

— $180.00 
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Cryogenic  fluids,  sSioTe,  sell  or  handle 
Cryogenic  fluids,  /j^ansport 
Dry-cleaning  plant 
Dust-producing  machinery 

Explosives  

Explosives.  rHecewe 
Explosives.  sSiore 

Fircworlcs  


$180.00$270.00 
$J80.00$270.00 
$J80.00$270.00 
$180.00$270.00 
$180.00 


$180.00$270.00 
$180.00$270.00 
$180.00 


Fireworks.  £>c/isplav  or  special  effects 
Fireworks,  /mport  or  export 
Fireworks.  SseW,  maintain  or  store 
Fireworks.  ¥tV3  n  s  po  rt 
Firefighter  air  systems,  maintenance 
Flammable  finishes,  application  of 
Limited  spray  paint 

Flammable  liquids  

Flammable  liquids,  //nstallation  or  modification  of 
piping  systems,  including  dispensers 
Flammable  liquids,  //nstallation  of  undcrsroundstora2e  tanks  $180.00$270.00 


$180.00$270.00 

$180.00$270.00 

S180.00$270.00 

$180.00$270.00 

$270.00 

$180.00$270.00 

$1 80. 00$2 70.00 

$180.00 


$180.00$270.00 


Flammable  liquids,  ^Portable  storage  tank 
Flammable  liquids,  mManufacture.  processing, 
blending  or  refining 

Flammable  liquids,  ^j?emoval.  abandonment, 
emptying  or  disposing  of  any  flammable  liquid  tank 
Flammable  liquids,  ^^ervice  station,  attendant 


$180. 00$ 2 70.00 


$180.00$270.00 


$180.00$270.00 
$180.00$270.00 
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Flammable  liquids.  5^elf-service  station  $180.005270.00 

Flammable  liquids,  ^.gelf-service  station  partial  $180. 00$ 2 7 0.00 

Flammable  liquids.  5^orage  and  handling  $180. 00$ 2 70  00 

Flammable  liquids,  t¥ank  vehicle  $180. 00$ 2 7 0.00 

Flammable  liquids.  afPispensing  from  a  tank  vehicle  $180.00$270.00 
Flammable  liquids,  ^-yesting  flammable  liquid  tank  for  leakage  $180.00$270.00 
Flammable  liquids.  uUse  or  excavation  near  a  pipeline 


used  to  transport 

Fruit-ripening  process 

Fumigation  or  thermal  insecticidal  fogging  t 

Hazardous  chemicals  


$  J  80.005270.00 
$}80.00$270.00 
$180.00$270.00 
$180.00 


$J80.00$270.00 
$]  80  005270.00 
$180.005270.00 
$90.00 

$  1 80.005270.00 
$180.005270.00 
$180.00 


Hazardous  materials,  ^.Storage 
Hazardous  materials,  ^j^ansportation 
High-piled  combustible  storage 
Hot  work  on  piers  (daily) 
Hot  work  on  piers  (annual) 
Industrial  ovens 

Liquefied  petroleum  gases  

Liquefied  petroleum  sases.  hHar\6\\m  $180. 005270.00 

Liquefied  petroleum  sases.  rj?eceiving  $180.005270. 00 

Liquefied  petroleum  ^ases.  .y^orinq  $180.005270.00 

Liquefied  petroleum  sases.  /jl"ansporting  $180. 00$270.00 

Liquefied  petroleum  sases.  z^-^sinq  $180.005270. 00 

Liquefied  petroleum  sases.  uUnW  inspection  fee  $10.00 

Liquefied  petroleum  sases.  ;/nsta Nation  $180. 005270.00 
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Lumber  storage 

Manufacture  of  any  organic  coating 
Mechanical  refrigeratioii 
Oil  wells 
Open  burning 

Open  flame  devices  


$180.00$270.00 
$180.00$270.00 
$mrQO$270.00 
$180.00$270.00 
$180,00$270M 
$180.00 


Open  flame  devices.  oOn  a  marina  $180.00$270.00 

Open  flame  devices,  ifn  public  assembly  $180.00$270.00 

Commercial  mobile  barbeque  unit  $180.00$270.00 

Operate  or  maintain  any  heliport  or  helistop  $180.00$270.00 

Parade  floats  $180.00$270.00 

Public  assembly  $180.00$270.00 
Public  assembly-permanent  occupancy 

for  non-profit  group  $0.00 

Vehicle  garage,  storage/repair  garage  $180.00$270.00 

Radioactive  material,  storage  of  $180.00$270.00 

Readily  combustible  material,  storage  of  $180.00$270.00 

Roofing,  application  with  open  flame  $180.00$270.00 

Tent  or  temporary  membrane  structure  $180.00$270.00 

Tire  rebuilding  operation  $180.00$270.00 
Vehicle  wrecking  yards,  junk  or  waste  material 

handling  plants  $180.00$270.00 

Vending  and  standing  space  $180.00$270.00 

Welding  and  cutting  $180.00$270.00 
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Section  18.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Table  112-B  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 
TABLE  112-B— PLAN  REVIEW  FEES 
VALUATION  FEE 
Over  Not  More  Than 

m  $sm  $15.00 

$Sm  $2,000  $60. 1 9  plus  $  J  2.253 

 per  $1,000  over  S500 

$2.000  $25,000  $78.57 plus  $9.07! 

 per  $1,000  over  $2,000 

$25,000  ^  $50,000  $287.21  plus  $6^ 

 per  $1,000  over  $25,000 

$50,000  $100,000  $'f 39.96 plus  $4,082 

 per  $1,000  over  $50,000 

$100,000  $500,000  $64 4. 10 plus  $1,678 


$500,000  

 $1,000,000  

 per  $1,000  over  $100,000 

 $1,315.67 plus  $0,910 

$1,000,000  

 $5,000,000  

 per  $1,000  over  $500,000 

 $1,785.67 plus  $0,711 

«•<:  nnn  nnn 

 per  $1,000  over  $1,000,000 

 per  $1,000  over  $5,000,000 

$500  $47.50 


$500  $2.000  $72.23  plus  $14. 703 
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$2,000 


$25,000 


$50,000 


$25.000 


$50,000 


$100,000 


per  $1,000  over  $500 


$94.28  plus  $10.886 


per  $1.000  over  $2.000 


$344.65  plus  $7.332 


per  $1,000  over  $25.000 


$527.95  plus  $4.899 


per  $1,000  over  $50.000 


$100.000 


$500.000 


$772.92  plus  $2.015 


per  $1.000  over  $100.000 


$500,000 

$1,000,000 

$1,578.80  plus  $1,128 

per  $L000  over  $500,000 

$1,000,000 

$5,000,000 

$2,142.80  plus  $0,858 

per  $L000  over  $1,000,000 

$5,000,000 

$5,573.12  plus  $0,433 

per  $1,000  over  $5,000,000 

Section  19.  The  San  Francisco  Fire  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Table 
1 12-C  of  Appendix  Chapter  1  to  read  as  follows: 

TABLE  1 12-C— FIELD  INSPECTION  FEES  (See  notation  for  additional  fees) 


VALUATION 

Over 

$0 

$10,000 
$50,000 


Not  More  Than 
$10,000 
$50,000 
$500,000 


FEE/INSPECTION  TIME  CREDIT 

$mW$95.00OHE  HOUR 
S4mw$l 90.00  J\NO  HOURS 
$270.00$285.00  THREE  HOURS 
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$500,000  $5,000,000  $450.00$475.00  FNE  HOURS 

$5,000,000  $10,000,000  S9m:W$950.00  JEN  HOURS 

$10,000,000        $25,000,000  shsmw$ 1. 900.00 'mEmv  hours 

$25,000,000  S2r7mr00$2. 85 0.00  THIRTY  HOURS 

notation  to  table  112-G: 

NEW  FIRE  ALARM  SYSTEMS  $180.00$190.00  TWO  HOURS 

NEW  SPRINKLER  SYSTEMS  $270.00$285.00  THREE  HOURS 

NEW  GASEOUS  SUPPRESSION  SYSTEMS  S180.00SI90.00  TWO  HOURS 

This  initial  minimum  inspection  fee  covers  all  inspections  up  to  the  hours  specified 
above.  If  the  inspections  for  the  new  system  exceed  the  hours  specified  above, 
additional  hourly  fees  will  be  assessed. 

Section  20.  This  ordinance  shall  become  operative  on  its  effective  date  or  on  July  1 , 
2008,  whichever  is  later. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By: 


KATHARINE^HOBIN^I^TER 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Recorder's  fee  for  Social  Security  Number  Truncation  Program] 

Ordinance  amending  Ciiapter  8  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by  adding 
Section  8.24.7,  to  authorize  an  additional  $1.00  recording  fee  to  fund  the  Social  Security 
number  truncation  program,  and  malting  environmental  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Franciscof: 
Section  1.  Findings.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions 
contemplated  in  this  ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality 
Act  (Cal.  Public  Resources  Code  sees.  21000  et  seq.).  This  determination  is  on  file  with  the 


Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
Section  8.24.7,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  8,24. 7.    SOCIAL  SECURITY  NUMBER  TRUNCA  TION  PROGRAM  FEE. 

(a)  Pursuant  to  Goyernment  Code  section  27301,  the  Assessor-Recorder  of  the  Cit\>  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  is  hereby  authorized  to  collect  an  additional  recording  fee  of  one  dollar 
($1.00)  for  recording  the  first  page  of  every  instrument,  paper,  or  notice  required  or  permitted  by  law 
to  be  recorded  to  be  used  solely  for  the  implementation  and  ongoing  operation  of  a  Social  Seainty 
Number  Truncation  Program. 

(b)  The  fee  authorized  pursuant  to  this  resolution  shall  discontinue  a  fter  December  31.  201 7 
unless  reauthorized  by  the  Board  of  Superyisors; 


Note: 


Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman',  ' 
deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  New  Ronton. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal.  • 
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reference. 
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The  Controller  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  shall  conduct  two  reviews  to 


verijy  that  the  funds  generated  by  this  fee  are  used  only  for  the  purpose  of  the  Social  Security  Number 
Truncation  Prosram  within  the  timeframes  provided  under  section  27361(d)(4). 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


MICHAEL  SLATTERY 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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[Patient  Rates] 

Ordinance  amending  Section  128  of  tlie  San  Francisco  Health  Code  to  set  patient  rates 

and  other  services  provided  by  the  Department  of  Public  Health,  effective  July  1,  2008 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  strikothrough  italics-Time&-NBw  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikothrough  nor-ff^i. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

A.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Health  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
128,  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  128.  PATIENT  RATES,  (a)  The  Board  of  Supen/isors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  does  hereby  determine  and  fix  the  proper  reasonable  amounts  to  be 
charged  to  persons  for  services  furnished  by  the  Department  of  Public  Health  as  follows, 
which  rates  shall  be  effective  for  sen/ices  delivered  as  of  July  1,  2007  July  I,  2008. 

TYPE  OF  SERVICE  UNIT  AMOUNT 

COMMUNITY  HEALTH  NETWORK 

San  Francisco  General  Hospital 
In  General 
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Surgical  Supplies 
Pharmacy  (IP) 
Medical  Supplies 
Diagnostic  Radiology 
Clinical  Lab 


Anatomic  Pathology 


Surgical  Services  -  Women's  Options  Procedure 
All  Other  Special  Services 

In-Patient  Care 

Medical  Surgical  Day 

intensive  Care  Day 

Intensive  Care  -  Trauma  Day 

Coronary  Care  Day 

Chest-Pulmonary  Day 

Stepdown  Units  Day 

Pediatrics  Day 

Obstetrics  Day 


Special  Special  Price 

Price  List  List 

Special  Special  Price 

Price  List  List 

Special  Special  Price 

Price  List  List 

Special  Special  Price 

Price  List  List 

Special  Special  Price 

Price  List  List 

Special  Special  Price 

Price  List  List 

Special  Special  Price 

Price  List  List 

Special  Special  Price 

Price  List  List 

4J69 

7^  8.335 

7r34S  8.335 

7^248  8.335 

4j040  6.946 

Sym-  6.020 

3r63S-  3.988 

Sr43S  3,263 
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FILE  NO. 


ORDINANCE  NO, 


Nursery 
New  Born 

Observation AA/el I  Baby 
Semi-Intensive  Care 
Intensive  Care 

Labor/Delivery  -  60 

Labor/Delivery  Hours  of  Stay 

Psychiatric  Inpatient 

Psychiatric  Forensic  Inpatient  -  7L 

AIDS  Unit-5A 

Security  Unit  -  7D 

Skilled  Nursing  Facility 

Mental  Rehab  Unit 

Adult  Residential  Facility 

Respiratory  Therapy 
02  Therapy 


Day  4tSS^  1.667 

Day  ^r3^  2.899 

Day  4;9U  5.556 

Day  ^ZpW*  8.335 

Day  2jm  2Ji3 

Hour  141 

Day  im 

Day  3.263 

Day  &t6^  3.263 

Day  1263 

Day  h4S9  1.305 

Day  1.078 

Day  242  21S 

Hour  4S  11 


Surgical  Services 

MinorSurgery  I  (Come&Go)  1st  Hour  2.183 

Minor  Surgery  I  (Come  &  Go)  Ea  Add'11/2  Hour  94^  1.112 

Minor  Surgery  II  1st  Hour  2r0^  2.383 

Minor  Surgery  II  Ea  Add'l  1/2  Hour  1.188 

Major  Surgery  I  1st  Hour  3.587 
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FILE  NO. 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


Msjor  SurQGry  1 

Add'l  1/2  Hour 

J  2^7 

1  434 

Major  SurgGry  II 

1st  Hour 

S  5J3 

4  040 

Major  Surgsry  II 

Add'l  1/2  Hour 

J  ^Q(^ 

Major  SurgGry  III 

1st  Hour 

5  r)Q() 

4  ^4^5 

Major  SurgGry  III 

Add'l  1/2  Hour 

J  5(5^ 

/  7PP 

Extraordinary  Surgory 

1st  Hour 

^  2PQ 

4^QS4 

Extraordinary  Surgory 

AHH'I  1/9  Hniir 

J  yj^ 

1  973 

SurgGry  (2  XGams) 

let  Hniir 

5  Q^J 

6  667 

ouiyciy  \£-  icaiiio^ 

Add'l  1/2  Hour 

2  ^24 

2  666 

SurgGry  (3  Toarns) 

1st  Hour 

J  gQ^ 

J ^413 

SurgGry  (3  TGarns) 

Add'l  1/2  Hour 

J  J  22 

2,966 

Major  Trauma  III 

First  Hour 

^  J/fQ 

5,842 

Major  Trauma  III 

Add'l  V2  Hour 

2  /f^Q 

2,337 

Major  Trauma  II 

First  Hour 

/f  g^J 

5  555 

Major  Trauma  II 

Add'l  1/2  Hour 

2,223 

Major  Trauma  1 

First  Hour 

4  226 

Major  Trauma  1 

Add'l  1/2  Hour 

1.691 

RGCovGry  Room 

1st  Hour 

J  20Q 

1.390 

RGCOVGry  Room 

2nd  Add'l  Hour 

1.112 

RGCOVGry  Room 

Each  Add'l  Hour 

834 

AnGSthGsia 

1st  Hour 

2  yi5 

3.122 

AnGSthGsia 

Each  Add'l  15 

m- 

779 

minutGs 


Trauma  Care 

Trauma  Activation  -  LgvgI  2  Visit  10,249  11.786 
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FILE  NO. 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


Trauma  Activation  -  Level  1  Visit 

Consultation  Visit 

Trauma  Activation  Pediatric  -  Level  2  Visit 

Trauma  Activation  Pediatric  -  Level  1  Visit 


Pediatric  -  Consultation 


Visit 


JO  249 


3.479 
11.786 
5.894 
3.479 


Emergency  Clinic 

Level  I 
Level  II 
Level  III 
Level  IV 


Room 

Room 

Room 
Room 


7W 
1,521 


238 

711 

1.521 

2.505 


Level  V 
Resuscitation 


Room 


5.057 
3.504 


Psychiatric  Emergency  Services 

Crisis  Intervention  -  PES 
Crisis  Stabilization  -  PES 


440 
444 


693 
153 


General  Clinic 

Initial 

E/M  Focused  Exam  Visit 

E/M  Expanded  Exam  Visit 

E/M  Detailed  Exam  Visit 

E/M  Comprehensive  Exam  Visit 


434 


159 

265 
303 
404 
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FILE  NO. 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


E/M  Complex  Exam 

Established  Patient 
E/M  Brief  Exam 
E/M  Focused  Exam 
E/M  Expanded  Exam 
E/M  Detailed  Exam 
E/M  Comprehensive  Exam 

Consultation 

E/M  Focused  Consult 

Medical  Marijuana 

Medical  Marijuana  ID 

Medical  Marijuana  ID  (Medi-Cal) 

Primary  Care 

Initial 

E/M  Focused  Exam 
E/M  Expanded  Exam 
E/M  Detailed  Exam 
E/M  Comprehensive  Exam 
E/M  Complex  Exam 

Established  Patient 
E/M  Brief  Exam 
E/M  Focused  Exam 


Visit  506 

Visit  123  123 

Visit  146  146 

Visit  194  194 

Visit  274  274 

Visit  426  426 

Visit  140  140 

Card  103  103 

Card  52  52 

Visit  175 

Visit  ill 

Visit  m  314 

Visit  4W  390 

Visit  444  612 

Visit  88  88 

Visit  132  132 
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FILE  NO. 


ORDINANCE  NO, 


E/M  Expanded  Exam 
E/M  Detailed  Exam 
E/M  Comprehensive  Exam 

Dental  Services 

Initial  Complete  Exam 

Periodic  Exam 

Prophylaxis  -  Adult 

Prophylaxis  -  Child 

Extract  Single  Tooth 

One  Surface,  Permanent  Tooth 

Home  Health  Services 

Skilled  Nursing 
Home  Health  Aide  Services 
Medical  Social  Services 
Physical  Therapy 
Occupational  Therapy 
Speech  Therapy 

LAGUNA  HONDA  HOSPITAL 
Regular  Hospital  Rates 

Acute 

Rehabilitation 

Skilled  Nursing  Facility 

Mayor  Gavin  Newsom 
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Visit  339  301 

Visit  3S»  469 

Visit  81  81 

Visit  81  81 

Visit  110  110 

Visit  103  103 

Visit  161  161 

Visit  132  132 

Visit  5^  275 

Visit  i3i  145 

Visit  34S-  380 

Visit  m 

Visit  316 

Visit  m  314 

Day  5^  2.811 

Day  2.811 

Day  S4S  601 
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FILE  NO. 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


All  Inclusive  Rates 

Acute 

Rehabilitation 

Skilled  Nursing  Facility 


Per  Diem 
Per  Diem 
Day 


3.689 
3.075 


634 


700 


POPULATION  HEALTH  &  PREVENTION 

Community  Mental  Health  Services 
24-Hour  Service 

Inpatient  24  Hours  3.263 

Skilled  Nursing  24  Hours  1078 

Psychiatric  Health  Facility  (PHF)  24  Hours  605  605 

Crisis  Residential  24  Hours  355  355 

Residential  24  Hours  175  175 


Day  Services 

Day  Rehabilitation  Full  Day 

Day  Rehabilitation  Half  Day 

Day  Treatment  Intensive  Full  Day 

Day  Treatment  Intensive  Half  Day 

Day  Treatment  Intensive  (Children)  Full  Day 

Day  Treatment  Intensive  (children)  Half  Day 

Crisis  Stabilization  Hour 

Socialization  Hour 


155 
100 
240 
170 
350 
250 

50 


155 
100 
240 
170 
350 
250 
153 
50 
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FILE  NO. 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


Outpatient  Services 

Case  Management  Brokerage  Hour 

Mental  Health  Services  Hour 

Therapeutic  Behavioral  Services  Hour 

Medication  Support  Hour 

Crisis  Intervention  Hour 


145 
190 
190 
340 
285 


145 
190 
190 
340 
285 


Other  Services 


Special  Special  Price 
Price  List  List 


Community  Substance  Abuse  Services 

Residential  -  Detoxification  24  Hours  130  130 

Residential  -  Basic  24  Hours  125  125 

Residential  -  Family  24  Hours  200  200 

Residential  -  Medical  Support  24  Hours  295  295 

Recovery  Home  24  Hours  105  105 

Therapeutic  Community  24  Hours  120  120 

Day  Care  Rehabilitative  Per  Visit  145  145 

Outpatient  -  Individual  Counseling  Per  Visit  145  145 

Outpatient- Group  Counseling  Per  Visit  75  75 

Prevention/Intervention  Hour  70  70 

Methadone  Per  Day  37  37 

Buprenorphine  Per  Day  65  65 

Naltrexone  Per  Visit  60  60 
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FILE  NO. 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


Levoalphacethimethadol  (LAAM) 

Per  Dose 

60 

60 

Narcotic  Treatmsnt  Program  — 

Per  10  minutes 

Of 

37 

Individual  CounsGling 

Narcotic  TrGatmsnt  Program  — 

Per  10  minutes 

1  1 

1  1 

Group  Counssling 

Vital  Rocords 

Rirth  Porfifirato 
DM  III  Ocl  III  lUdlc; 

Per  Certificate 

Rates  Per 

Rates  Per 

olalc  Ul 

Oldlc  01 

California 

California 

Dsath  Csrtificat© 

Per  Certificate 

Rates  Per 

Rates  Per 

CItiato  nf 
Olalc  Ul 

Old  It;  Ul 

California 

California 

Psrmit  —  Disposition  of  Human 

Per  Permit 

Rafoc  Por 

Pofoo  Por 

ixdiBS  r er 

Remains 

Qtato  rif 
olalc  Ul 

Q+ato  nf 
oldlc  Ul 

California 

California 

Oi  it-nf-Orki  intr\/  r^rocc  Filo  Poo 
wui  ui  v-»vjui III y  Vviuoo  nic  ncc 

Per  Certificate 

Potoc  Por 
PvaitJo  rci 

Rates  Per 

State  of 

State  of 

California 

California 

Letter  of  Non-Contagious  Disease 

Per  Letter 

10 

10 

Expedited  Registration  of  Vital  Event 

Per  Event 

40 

40 

Expedited  Documents 

Per  Delivery 

Market  ^15 

U. 

Reproduction  of  Documents 

Per  Page 

2 

2 

Adult  Immunization  Clinic 


Mayor  Gavin  Newsom 
BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  10 
5/2/2008 

n:\health\dph\board\ordlnanc\patient  rates  08-09  ord  draft.doc 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


FILE  NO. 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


Vaccines 
Hepatitis  A 
Hepatitis  B 

Influenza 

FluMist 

Other  Vaccines 


Per  Injection 
Per  Injection 
Per  Injection 
Per  Dose 
Per  Injection 


Special 
Price  List 


61 
69 
27 

11 

Special  Price 

List 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By: 


Aleeta  M.  Van  Runkle 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  i  or  cariton  B  cLiiett  piace 

San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 

Tails 
Ordinance 


File  Number:       080761  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  amending  Section  128  of  the  San  Francisco  Health  Code  to  set  patient  rates  and  other 
services  provided  by  the  Department  of  Public  Health,  effective  July  1 ,  2008. 


July  1 6,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Absent:  1  -  Ammiano 

July  22,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Printed  at  11:39  AM  on  7/23/08 


File  No.  080761  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  22,  2008  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


File  No.  080761 


Oty  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tails  Report 
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Primed  at  11:39  ASf  on  -73  VX 
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FILE  NO.  080759 


ORDINANCE  NO.  j^l^^-Q^ 


[Fees  for  Fire  Department  Emergency  Medical  Services.] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  Section  128.1  of  the  San 

Francisco  Health  Code  to  increase  fees  for  certain  Fire  Department  emergency  medical 

services,  to  eliminate  the  fee. for  supplemental  supplies,  and  to  modify  the  language 

regarding  fee  changes  in  subsequent  years. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlinejd. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikcthrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in 
this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (Califomia 
Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Health  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
128.1 ,  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  128.1  PATIENT  RATES/Fire  Department  EMS  Services 

(a)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  approves  the  following  fee  schedule  for  Fire  Department 
ambulance  scn-'iccs  and  emergency  medical  service^  supplies  for  fiscal  year  2005  20062008-2009: 
L  Emergency  Medical  Services 

Treatment  without  Transportation,  a  base  rate  fee  of  Si^^^^  $260. 00  per  call. 

Basic  Life  Service,  including  transportation,  a  base  rate  fee  of  $700.00  $1.053.00  per  call. 

Advanced  Life  Service,  including  transportation,  a  base  rate  fee  of  $850.00  $1,053.00  per 

call.  -   

Mileage  if  transported,  an  additional  fee  above  the  base  rate  of  $15.00  $18.00  per  mile. 

Mayor's  Office  .  .    DOCUMENTS  DEFT 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS  =      J         ;  Page  1 

SEP  1  2  2008  ^"'^ 

SAN  FRANCISCO 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


2-. — Emergency  Medical  Supplies: 

Supplemental  charges  for  supplies  will  be  assessed  at  a  flat  fee  of  $20.00 per  incident: 

(b)  Beginning  witli  Fiscal  Year  2005  20062009-20 JO,  the  fees  set  in  this  section  may  be 
amended  without  further  action  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors,  to  reflect  changes  in  the  Medical 
Consumer  Price  Index  as  determined  by  the  Controller.  No  later  than  April  15th  of  each  year, 
the  Fire  Department  shall  submit  its  current  fee  schedule  to  the  Controller,  who  shall  apply  the 
price  index  adjustment  to  produce  a  new  fee  schedule  for  the  following  year. 

(c)  No  later  than  May  1 5th  of  each  year,  the  Controller  shall  file  a  report  with  the  Board 
of  Supervisors  reporting  the  new  fee  schedule  and  certifying  that:  (a)  the  fees  produce 
sufficient  revenue  to  support  the  costs  of  providing  the  services  for  which  each  fee  is 
assessed,  and  (b)  the  fees  do  not  produce  revenue  which  is  significantly  more  than  the  costs 
of  providing  the  services  for  which  each  fee  is  assessed. 


Katharine  Hobin  Porter 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tails 
Ordinance 


City  H«ll 
1  Dr  Caxlton  B  Cioodlen  HUce 
San  Francisco.  CA  94102-4619 


File  Number:  080759 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  Section  128.1  of  the  San  Francisco  Health 
Code  to  increase  fees  for  certain  Fire  Department  emergency  medical  services,  to  eliminate  the  fee 
for  supplemental  supplies,  and  to  modify  the  language  regarding  fee  changes  in  subsequent  years. 


July  16,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Absent:  1  -  Ammiano 


July  22,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  l  Printed  ai  11  39  A.^f  c 


File  No.  080759  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  22,  2008  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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FILE  NO.  080754 


ORDINANCE  NO.  ((^(^-0'^ 


[Recreation  and  Park  Department  -  Coit  Tower  ] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code, 

Article  12,  by  amending  Section  12.06  to  increase  the  fees  at  Coit  Tower. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman', 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics-Times  Nv\v-Romttn. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  d ou bl e_u nd^jlin ed • 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikothrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
12.06,  to  read  as  follows: 


B. 

(a)  The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  for  admission  to  Coit  Tower: 


Age  Category 

Admission  Fee 

Adult 

%4t^5.00 

Senior  (65+) 

$Sr^3.00 

Youth  (12-17vears) 

$3.00 

Child  vears) 

%^1.50 

Child  {4  years  and  under  ^  vcarj) 

$0.00 
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(b)  Audio  tours:  Upon  development,  and  approval  by  the  Commission,  of  an  audio  tour 
for  Coit  Tower,  the  entrance  fee  for  the  facility  shall  be  increased  by  $1 .00  to  cover  the  cost  of 
rental  of  the  tour.  The  rental  fee  for  the  audio  tour  without  admission  to  the  rest  of  the  facility 
will  be  $3.00. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  080753 


ORDINANCE  NO.  \  \j^^0^ 


[Recreation  and  Park  Department  -  Reservation  Administrative  Fees.] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code, 
Article  12,  Section  12.45  to  establish  an  athletic  field  rescheduling  fee. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
12.45,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  12.45.  RESERVATION  ADMINISTRATIVE  FEES. 

The  following  administrative  fees  are  applicable  to  all  reservations  for  Recreation  and 
Park  Department  programs,  activities  and  facilities,  unless  othen/vise  specified: 

(a)  A  refund  processing  fee  of  $10.00  or  20  percent  of  the  fee,  whichever  is  greater, 
will  be  charged  when  a  person  requests  a  refund  of  program  fees; 

(b)  A  program  withdrawal  fee  of  $10.00  or  20  percent  of  the  fee,  whichever  is  greater, 
will  be  charged  when  a  person  withdraws  from  a  program  or  activity; 

(c)  There  will  be  a  cancellation  fee  of  $20.00  or  20  percent  of  the  rental  fee,  whichever 
is  greater,  for  the  cancellation  of  facility  rental  resen/ations; 

(d)  There  will  be  a  non-refundable  application  fee  of  $50.00  for  special  event  permits; 


Note: 
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(e)  There  will  be  a  $25.00 fee  when  a  reservation  for  use  of  an  athletic  field  is  rescheduled  or 
cancelled. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

By:  /j^M2Wlfe?Ai.<(/ 
VIRisiNIA  DARIO  ELIZONDO 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  080752 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Recreation  and  Park  Department  -  Facility  Rental  Fees.] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  adding  San  Francisco  Park  Code 
Section  12.47  to  establish  rental  fees  for  the  use  of  the  Randall  Museum  and  the  Harvey 
Milk  Performing  Arts  Center. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
12.47,  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  12.47.  Facility  Fees. 

(a)  Definitions. 

Group  I.  Non-profit  groups  aligned  with  the  facility 's  mission,  and  provide  prosrams  to 
enhance  the  facility's  ability  to  deliver  services  to  the  public. 

Group  2.  Non-profit  groups  that  are  not  aligned  with  the  facility 's  mission,  and  provide 
programs  or  services  primarily  to  their  members. 

Group  3.  Private  functions. 

fb)  Harvey  Milk  Center  (per  hour,  four  (4)  hour  minimum):  '""^ 


Note: 
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Group  1 

Group  2 

Group  3 

Ball  Room 

$  3L25 

$  62.50 

$125.00 

Rehearsal  Room 

$  15.00 

$  30.00 

$  60.00 

Exhibit  Room 

$  12.50 

$  25.00 

$  50.00 

Portrait  Studio 

$18.75 

$  37.50 

$  75.00 

(c)  Randall  Museum. 

Group  1 

Group  2 

Group  3 

Auditorium 

$  31.25 

$  62.50 

$125.00 

Buckley  Room 

$  15.00 

$  30.00 

$  60.00 

Randall  Room 

$  12.50 

$  25.00 

$  50.00 

Art  Studio/Patio 

$  18.75 

$  37.50 

$  75.00 

Terrace  Room 

$  12.50 

$  25.00 

$  50.00 

East  Deck 

$  18.75 

$  37.50 

$  75.00 

Lobby 

$  25.00 

$  50.00 

$100.00 

Kitchen 

$  12.50 

$  25.00 

$  50.00 

Parkins  Lot 

$  12.50 

$  12.50 

$  12.50 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

By:      i\)mUf2M)  ^^Irtml/ 
VIRGWNIA  DARIO  ELIZONDO 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  adding  San  Francisco  Park  Code  Section  12.47  to 
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FILE  NO.  080751 


ORDINANCE  NO.  ^  (^C^^^g" 


Recreation  and  Park  Department  -  Aquatic  Facilities.] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code, 
Article  12,  by  amending  Section  12.40  to  increase  thie  fees  at  the  Aquatic  facilities. 

Note:  ,  Additions  are  sinsle-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  £ 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 

Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
12.40,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  12.40.  AQUATIC. 

The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  for  use  of  aquatic  facilities  and  other  aquatic 
related  activities. 

(a)  Entry  Fees 


(^) 

55  QQ 

Toddlers  (18  months  to  5  yrs  old)  with  adult  Recreation  S^vim 
(including  parent) 

Children  {S — U17vrs  and  under) 

Recreation  Swim 

SI. 00 

Lap  Swim 

$1.00 

Mayor  Newsom 
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Monthly  Swim  Pass  (not  including  lessons)*  ** 

$44r0916.00 

Summer  Recreation  Pass  (10  weeks)*  ** 

$20.00 

Yearly  Swim  Pass  (12  months)*  ** 

$150.00 

Water  Exercise  Scrip  for  10  classes 

$20.00 

US) 

Adults  (18+ vr^  -4S) 

Recreation  Swim 

$4.00 

Lap  Swim 

$4.00 

Water  Exercise 

$6.00 

Monthly  Swim  Pass  (not  including  lessons)*  ** 

$5^^0053.00 

Recreation  Swim  Scrip  Ticket  for  10  sessions**  ine( 
including  lessons  or  water  fitness) 

$S4r0036.00 

Yearly  Swim  Pass  (12  months)*  ** 

$550.00 

Water  Exercise  Scrip  for  10  classes 

$53.00 

m 

Seniors  (65+  vrs) 

Recreation  Swim 

$4.00 

Lap  Swim 

$4.00 

Monthly  Swim  Pass  (not  including  lessons)*  ** 

$35.00 

Recreation  Scrip  Ticket  for  1 0  sessions** 

%29SO2L00 

Yearly  Swim  Pass  (12  months)*  ** 

$375.00 

Water  Exercise  Scrip  for  10  classes 

■$31.00 

Household  Plan 

Monthly  Swim  Pass  (1  adult/2  children)- (not  including  lessons) 

$60  00 

Monthly  Swim  Pass  (2  adults/2  children)  (not  including 

$100  00 
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Economic  Need 

Scrip  Ticket  for  10  swims 

$21.00 

Water  Exercise  Scrip  for  10  classes 

$31.00 

Monthly  Swim  Pass*  ** 

$37.00 

Yearly  Swim  Pass  (12  months)*  ** 

$375.00 

*  All  monthly  and  yearly  passes  will  have  a  picture  ID.  and  a  replacement  fee  will  be  charsed 
for  lost  or  stolen  passes. 
**  Does  not  include  lessons  or  water  exercise. 

(b)  Lessons  (10  wcclcs    10  sessions}  


(1) 

Pre-school/tinv  tots  (with  parent)  (10  sessions) 

UmO53.00 

(2) 

Learning  to  swim 

Child 

$35. 00 

Youth  (6  yrs  &  48"  tall)  Summer  Program  (10  classes/30 

$20.00 

minutes) 

Youth  (6  yrs  &  48"  tall)  (10  classes/40  minutes) 

$37.00 

Adult  (10  classes/45  minutes) 

$mW67.00 

Special  Summer  Program  (2  week  sessions) 

$10  00 

(3) 

Water  Fitness  Exercise  (all  ages,  one  class) 

%mm-$6.oo 

(4) 

Semi-private  (3  students  per  instructor)  (5  classes/30 

$2aWW5.00 

minutes) 

per  person 

(5) 

Private  lesson^/or  1/2  hour  (minimum  5  scssions}(5 
classes/30  minutes) 

(61 

Pre-competitive  Swim  Teams  (10  classes/60  minutes) 

$50.00 

(c)  Classes  (fees  do  not  include  cost  of  materials  or  certification  costs) 
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(1) 

CPR 

$40^63.00 

(2) 

First  Aid 

%smo53.oo 

(3) 

Lifeguard  Training 

$100.00105.00 

(4) 

Lifeguard  Training  -  Cliallenge 

$40r0050.00 

(5) 

Title  22 

$4mrOOI  05.00 

(6) 

Pet  First  Aid 

$S&m37.00 

(21 

Water  Safety  Instructor 

$105.00 

(81 

Stroke  Clinic 

$125.00 

(6)  Ase  Grom/Mastcrs  Swim  Team  Pool  Rental***  per  hour 

(1) 

MOU  Swim  Teams+  Age  Group/Marionettes  for  1  hour  (with 
Red  Cross  safety  certified  coach) 

120M024.00 

(2) 

MOU  Masters  Swim  Teams+ for  1  hour 

$40.0046.00 

Oi 

MOU  additional  lanes 

$6.00 

(41 

Swim  Teams/Schools/Masters  Pool  Rentals 

$75.00  per 

hour  or 

$15.00  per  lane 
per  hour 

•^Requires  certification  of  Red  Cross  safety  training  for  swim  coaches  and  certification  as  a 

swim  coach  by  the  applicable  sanctioning  organization. 

(e)  Pool  Rental***  (minimum  2  hours)  cost  of  required  staff  +  $50.00 


Special  Events  (1-35  people) 

$150.00  per  hour 

Special  Events  (every  additional  25 
people) 

$50.00  per  hour 

***  For  entire  pool  except:  Sava  =  4  lanes:  and  MLK.  Jr.  -  8  lanes 


Mayor  Newsom 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  4 
5/29/2008 

n:\govern\velizond\recpark\fees  08\aquatic2.doc 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


(f)  Birthday  Package  (includes  1  hour  pool  program,  1.5  hours  community  room  CSava  and 
MLK,  Jr.)  and  1  recreation  director) 


5 -30  children 

$300.00315.00  for  5    30  children 

31-  50  children 

%40O 00420 00  for  31   50  children 

(3  hours,  includes  one  recreation 

director  to  conduct  activities,  1.5 

hours  of  swimming  and  use  of  multi 

purpose  room) 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA.  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  080750 


ORDINANCE  NO.  [ 


[Recreation  and  Park  Department  -  Athletic  Fields.] 


Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code, 
Article  12,  by  amending  Section  12,36  to  increase  the  application  fee  for  certification  as 
a  non-profit. 

Note:  Additions -are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  st?-i/ccthrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  d ou i3ie_und_e rl i n ed . 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrougln  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
12.36,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  12.36.  ATHLETIC  FIELD  FOR  ADULTS. 

(a)  Facility  Fee  Per  Hour: 

S.F.  Residents  $25.00 

Non-resident  $65.00 

Not-for-Profit  $25.00 

Profit  $65.00 

(b)  Additional  Charges: 

Lighted,  per  hour  $10.00  "  • 

Exclusive  Use/Tournaments,  per  day  .  . ,  ,.$45.00  ;        :  .  .^  s; 
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Baselines:  Softball,  Baseball,  per  booking  $60.00 

Fieldlines:  Soccer,  Football,  Rugby,  Lacrosse,  per  booking  ....  $120.00 

Gaelic  Football,  per  booking  $180.00 

Football  (5  yards),  per  booking  $160.00 

(c)  Not  for  Profit  Fees  are  available  to  organized  programs  that  serve  San  Francisco 
residents  and  that  do  not  generate  income  or  compensation  to  the  organizers  and/or 
sponsors.  The  Commission  shall  establish  criteria  for  the  determination  of  organizations 
eligible  for  this  fee.  Organizations  shall  pay  an  application  fee  of  $150.00  $250.00  for 
certification  for  eligibility  for  Not  For  Profit  Fees. 

(d)  For  Profit  Fees  apply  to  organized  programs  that  generate  income  or 
compensation  to  organizers,  fundraisers  or  subsidies  to  other  programs.  The  Commission 
shall  establish  criteria  for  the  determination  of  organizations  subject  to  this  fee. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


VIRiBINIA  DARIO  ELIZONDO 
Deputy  City  Attorney 


Mayor  Newsom 
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File  No.  080750  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  22, 2008  by 
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FILE  NO.  080749 


ORDINANCE  NO  {'^{-D^ 


[San  Francisco  Public  Library  -  Fees.] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  the  San  Francisco 

Administrative  Code  by  amending  Section  8.21-2  to  adjust  existing  Library  fees  and 

authorize  tiie  Library  to  collect  fees  for  scanning  services,  special  meeting  room 

services,  and  lost  and  damaged  interlibrary  loan  materials. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  AgM'  Roman; 

deletions  are  strikcthrongh  italics  Times  Ne^^ofwm. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  striketl^roy^h  normal. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco; 
Section  1.  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.   and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Section  8.21-2  as  follows: 

SEC.  8.21-2.  LIBRARY  FINES  AND  FEES. 

(a)  Fee  Schedule.  The  Library  Commission  is  hereby  authorized  to  charge  fines  and 
fees  for  the  use  of  library  materials  and  services  in  accordance  with  the  following  schedule: 


San  Francisco  Public  Library 
Fines  &  Fees  Schedule 


OVERDUE  FINES 


by  Material 


ADULT  MATERIALS 


Phonorecords 


Audio  Cassettes 


Daily 


MAYOR  NEWSOM 
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Books  on  Tape 

$0.10 

$5.00 

Compact  Discs 

$0.10 

$5.00 

Magazines 

$0.10 

$5.00 

Paperbacks  (Cataloged) 

$0.10 

$5.00 

Paperbacks 
(Uncataloged) 

$0.10 

$2.00 

JUVENILE  MATERIALS 

Depends  on  age  of  borrower 
(see  Overdue  Fines  "by 
Patron"  below) 

SPECIAL  MATERIALS 

Videos  and  Digital  Video 
Discs  (DVDs) 
(adult/seniors) 

$  1.00 

$5.00 

Videos  and  DVDs 
(0-17  years) 

No  fines 

No  fines 

Sheet  Music 

$0.10 

$5.00 

Orchestral/Music  Sets 

$0.25 

$10.00 

Vertical  File  Materials 

$0.10 

$5.00 

OVERDUE  FINES 

Daily 

Maximum 

by  Patron 

Fines:  Adults  (18-64  yrs) 

$0.10 

$5.00 

Fines:  Seniors  (over  65) 

$0.05 

$5.00 

Fines:  Teens 
(13-17  yrs) 

No  fines 

No  fines 

Fines:  Children  (0-12  yrs) 

No  fines 

No  fines 

LIBRARY  CARD 
REPLACEMENT 

Lost  Card:  Adult/Seniors 

$  1.00 

Lost  Card:  Youth 
(0-17  yrs) 

$0.50 

PROCESSING 
FEE  (PF) 

Processing  fee:  cataloged 
materials 

$5.00 

Note  regarding  lost  mat 

M  below  "Fees  for  Lost  a 

erials:  Except  for  materials  on  interlibrar\>  loan,  (see  subsection 

nd  Damaged  Materials  Owned  bv  Other  Libraries  ")Tthe  Library 

will  charge  the  fair  market  value  (FMV)  of  lost  materials.  The  FMV 
determined  by  the  Library  staff  after  consulting  with  relevant  source 
include  The  Bowker  Annual:  Library  and  Book  Trade  Almanac,  Wf" 

shall  be 
5S,  which  may 
ere  there  is  a 
ined  by  the 

conflict  between  the  standard  prices  below  and  the  FMV  as  determ 
Library,  the  Library  shall  charge  the  FMV. 

REPLACEMENT 
OF  LOST 
MATERIALS 

Materials 

Per  Item 

Maximum 

Hardback:  Adult/Teen 
Non-Fiction 

$35+  PF 

$  40.00 

Hardback:  Adult/Teen 
Fiction 

$25+  PF 

$  30.00 

Hardback:  Juvenile 
Non-Fiction 

$20  +  PF 

$  25.00 
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Hardback:  Juvenile 
Fiction 

$15  +  PF 

$20.00 

Paperback:  Cataloged 

Adult/Teen  Fiction 

$10  +  PF 

$  15.00 

Juvenile  Non-Fiction 

$10  +  PF 

$  15.00 

Juvenile  Fiction 

$5  +PF 

$  10.00 

Other  Materials 

Per  Item 

Maximum 

Paperback: 

$  5.00 

Paperback/Hardback: 
International  Generic 
Record 

Price  varies: 
$5-$15 
depending 
on  FMV 

Periodicals/Magazines 

$  5.00 

Phonorecord 

$15  +  PF 

$20.00 

Audiocassettes 

$10/tape 

FMV  of  set  + 
PF 

Videos  and  DVDs 

$20  +  PF 

S  25.00 

Supplementary 
Materials:  incl. 
Booklets,  libretti, 
maps,  CDs,  etc. 

$3/item 

Sheet  Music/Scores 

$30  +  PF 

$35.00 

Sheet  Music/ 
Uncataloged 

$30  +  PF 

$35.00 

Audio  Books 

$5/tape  or 
CD 

FMV  of  set  + 
PF 

Compact  Discs 

$15  +  PF 

$20 

Language  Sets 

$10/item 

FMV  of  set  + 
PF 

Vertical/Picture  File 

$5/item 

ITEM 

Andiocassctto  Media 
case  (lost) 

$  1.00 

Barcode  label 

$0.25 

Barcode  &  flyleaf 

$  1.00 

CD  Jcnvcl  Case  (lost) 

$  I  QQ 
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BORROWERS 

San  Francisco  & 
California  Residents 
Visitor's  Card  (non- 
California) 


Firm  (business)  card 


Restricted  (no  proof  of 
residency) 


^  2  QQ 


Inter-Library  Loan  and 

LJNK+ 


Returned  Checl<  Fee 


$10  (current 
City-wide 
charge  - 
subject  to 
revision  by 
City) 


Recovery  of 
Delinquent  Accounts 


$10/account 


Books-by-mail 


$3  or  cost  of 
shipping  & 
handling, 
whichever  is 
greater 


DOCUMENT 
DELIVERY  AND 
SPECIAL  SERVICES 


Inter-Library  Loan: 
Photocopy 


.25/page 


(maximum:  50 
pages/day) 


San  Francisco  History 
Center:  reproduction 
of  photographs  (for 
teaching,  scholarship 
or  research  purposes) 


$1 /photo 


MAYOR  NEWSOM 
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San  Francisco  History 
Center:  reproduction 
of  photographs  (for 
commercial  purposes) 


San  Francisco  History 
Center:  scanning  of 
photographs 


$15  +  FMV 
of  any 
additional 
labor 

required  due 
to  age  or 
condition  of 
photograph 


$15  per 
existing  scan; 
$20  per  new 
scan: 

$1  per  CD. 


(b)  Fees  for  Special  Meeting  Room  Uses.  The  Librcin-  Commission  is  hereby  auilwnzed  to 
charze  fees  for  special  uses  of  library  meeting  rooms  in  accordance  with  the  following  schedule: 


Meeting  Room  Use 


Free 


Special  Meeting  Room  Services 


Flat  Fee 


Non-standard  furniture  set-up 


$25.00 


Custodial  Services,  Lisht  Refreshments 


$25.00 


Custodial  Services.  Refreshments 


$100.00 


VHS/VCR  Monitor/Technician 


$30.00 


Microphone 


$30.00 


Slide,  VCR,  Overhead  projection 


$30.00  flat  fee  (per/hour  in  Koret 
Auditorium) 


Per  Hour  Fee 


Video/Film  Projector/Projection  ist 


$30.00/hour 


Multiple  Microphone  Set-up/Mixing 


$30.00niour 


Web  site  patch,  Powerpoint  presentations 


$30.00/hour 


Audio  Duplication/Technician 


$30.00/hour 


MAYOR  NEWSOM 
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Ensineer  "Fire  Watch"  fee 


$30.00/hour 


(c)  Fees  for  Lost  and  Damaged  Materials  Owned  by  Other  Libraries.  The  Library  is  hereby 
authorized  to  collect  fees  for  lost  or  damaged  materials  that  its  patrons  have  borrowed  from  another 
library  via  interlibrary  loan  (ILL)  in  accordance  with  the  following: 

(i)  in  the  case  of  lost  or  damaged  materials  borrowed  from  a  member  library  of  the  LINK+ 
library  consortium,  the  Library  may  collect  the  replacement  fee  set  by  LINK+  which  is  currently  $115 
per  item,  provided  that  the  Library  shall  collect  only  the  actual  replacement  cost  of  the  item  when 
authorized  to  do  so  by  the  lending  library; 

(ii)  for  all  other  lost  or  damaged  materials  borrowed  from  another  library  via  ILL,  the  Library 
may  charge  a  replacement  fee  in  the  amount  that  is  required  by  the  lending  library,  which  shall  be 
either  the  FMV  of  the  lost  item(s}  or  an  amount  set  by  the  lending  library  not  to  exceed  $200  per  item. 

The  fees  authorized  by  this  subsection  shall  be  collected  for  the  sole  purpose  offorwardins  them 
to  the  lending  library  from  which  the  lost  or  damaged  item(s)  was  borrowed. 

Mfd)  Ratification  of  Prior  Fines  and  Fees.  All  fines  and  fees  previously  charged  for 
the  use  of  library  materials  and  services  are  hereby  ratified. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By: 


Francesca  Ge"ssner 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by 
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FILE  NO.  080793 


AMENDMENT  OF  THE  WHOLE 
IN  BOARD 
07/16/08 


ORDINANCE  NO. 

RO#08030 
SA#030 


[Retroactively  appropriating  $5.698.0666.196.21 1  of  revenue  and  General  Fund  Reserve  for  a 
new  voting  system  and  election  services  in  Department  of  Elections  for  Fiscal  Year  2007- 
2008.] 

Ordinance  retroactively  appropriating  $3,544,110  of  State  Proposition  41  grant  revenue, 
$898,965  of  settlement  revenue,  $210,66486,446  of  revenue  from  candidate  filing  fees 
and  other  general  government  charges,  and  $1 ,044,3274^66^^690  of  General  Fund 
Reserve,  for  a  total  appropriation  of  $5.698,0666,196,211,  for  a  new  voting  system  and 
election  services  in  the  Department  of  Elections  for  Fiscal  Year  2007-2008. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  sources  of  funding  outlined  below  are  herein  retroactively  appropriated  to 
reflect  the  funding  available  for  Fiscal  Year  2007-2008. 


SOURCES  Appropriation 

Fund  Index  Code 


Subobject 


Description 


1G  AGF  AAA-GF-Non-  *C0N1GAGFAAA 
Project-Controlled 


1G  AGF  AAA-GF-Non- 
Project-Controlled 


General  Fund       S1 .044.3271 .666.690 
Reserve 


1G  AGF  AAA-GF-Non- 
Project-Controlled 


Mayor  Gavin  Newsom 
Office  of  the  Mayor 


60136  County  Candidate 

Filing  Fees 
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Fund 


Index  Code  Subobject  Description  Amount 


1G  AGF  AAA-GF-Non-            805001                 60199            Other  General  $68.691 44.€7§ 
Project-Controlled  Government 

Charges 

2S  GSF  GNC  -  Grants.  TBD  48999  Other  State  Grants  $3,544,110 
Non-Project,  Continuing                                                    and  Subventions 


Total  SOURCES  Appropriation   $5,698.06664^€^44 


Section  2.  The  uses  of  funding  outlined  below  are  herein  retroactively  appropriated  in  the 
Subobjects  02799  Other  Professional  Services,  0301 1  Property  Rent,  03599  Other  Current 
Expenses,  03531  Graphics,  081  OA  GF-ADM-General  (AAO),  and  081 SH  GF-Sheriff,  and 
reflects  the  projected  uses  of  funding  for  a  new  voting  system  and  election  services  in  the 
Department  of  Elections  for  Fiscal  Year  2007-2008. 

USES  Appropriation 

Fund                Index  Code           Subobject  Description  Amount 

1GAGFAAA-GF-           805002             02799  Other  Contract  for  New  Voting  $4.807. 1925^ 

Non-Project-Controlled                             Professional  System  and  Election  3^9,192 

Services  Services 


1GAGFAAA-GF-  805002  03011  Property  Warehouse  for  New  $401,730 

Non-Project-Controlled  Rent  Voting  Equipment 


Mayor  Gavin  Newsom 
Office  of  the  Mayor 
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Subobject 


Description 


1G  AGFAAA-GF- 
Non-Project-Controlled 

1GAGFAAA-GF- 
Non-Project-Controlled 


03599  Other 
Current  Expenses 

03531  Graphics 


Security  Deposit  for 
Warehouse 


Election  Services 


Amount 

$174,589 


S4.282 


1GAGFAAA-GF-  805002         081CAGF-ADM-     Work  Order  with  Building  $2,418 

Non-Project-Controlled  General  (AAO)  Services 


1GAGFAAA-GF-  805002         081 SH  GF  -  Sheriff     Work  Order  with  Sheriff  s  $307.855244t 

Non-Project-Controlled  Department  000 


Total  USES  Appropriation 


$5.698,066^, 


FUNDS  AVAILABLE 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 


BEN  ROSENFIELD 


DENNIS  J.  HEp^ERA,  City  Attorney 
By: 


bNNI{5  J.  hERRE 


Deputy  City  Attorney 


Controller 


By: 


Date:  06/10/2008 
Amended:  07/09/2008 


Mayor  Gavin  Newsom 
Office  of  the  Mayor 
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July  16,  2008  Board  of  Super\'isors  —  AMENDED,  AN  AMENDMENT  OF  THE  WHOLE 
BEARING  NEW  TITLE 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Duft>',  Elsbemd,  Max\\'ell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

-JuhLAA^mR.  nnar^^  nf  Snpervi^nr-;  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING  AS  AMENDED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Duft>',  Elsbemd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Noes:  1  -  Daly 

July  22,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Noes:  1  -  Daly 


nd  County  of  San  Frandxco 


J 


Printed  at  4:02  PM  on  7/23m 


File  No.  080793  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  22,  2008  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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File  Number:       080793  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  retroactively  appropriating  $3,544, 110  of  State  Proposition  41  grant  revenue,  $898,965  of 
settlement  revenue,  $210,664  of  revenue  from  candidate  filing  fees  and  other  general  government 
charges,  and  $1,044,327  of  General  Fund  Reserve,  for  a  total  appropriation  of  $5,698,066,  for  a  new 
voting  system  and  election  services  in  the  Department  of  Elections  for  Fiscal  Year  2007-2008. 


July  16,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  AMENDED,  AN  AMENDMENT  OF  THE  WHOLE 
BEARING  NEW  TITLE 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

ly-4-6^200B  Rnard  nf  Supmdsois.^ PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING  AS  AMENDED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Noes:  1  -  Daly 

July  22,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Noes:  1  -  Daly 
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FILE  NO.  080766 


ORDINANCE  NO.  \13-0S 

ROf^08029 
SA#29 


[De-appropriating  $2,500,000  of  Hotel  Room  Tax  from  the  Low  Income  Housing  Program  and 
Re-appropriating  $2,500,000  to  the  General  Fund  for  Fiscal  Year  2007-2008.]  j 

Ordinance  de-appropriating  $2,500,000  of  Hotel  Room  Tax  from  the  Low  Income 
Housing  Program  and  re-appropriating  $2,500,000  to  the  General  Fund  in  the  Mayor's 
Office  for  Fiscal  Year  2007-2008. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 


Section  T.  I  he  sources  or  Tunding  ouilined~t)elow~are~lTeTein^pprDp riate d^to-reftecl  Uie 
funding  available  for  Fiscal  Year  2007-2008. 

SOURCES  Deappropriation 

Fund  Index  Code  Subobject      Description  Amount 


2S  CFF  LIH- Convention                  MYRHTF02  12210          Hotel  Room  (52,500,000) 

Facilities  Fund  -  Low  Income    MOH  -  Low  Income  Housing  Tax  i 

Housing  Program  Program   j 

Total  SOURCES  Appropriation  ($2,500,000) 


SOURCES  Reappropriation 

Fund  Index  Code  /  Project  Code     Subobject  Description 


1GAGFAAA  995031  12210  Hotel  Room 

GF-Non-Project-Controlled      General  Fund  Unallocated  -  Tax 
Nonprogram 

Total  SOURCES  Appropriation 
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File  Number:       080766  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  de-appropriating  $2,500,000  of  Hotel  Room  Tax  from  the  Low  Income  Housing  Program 
and  re-appropriating  $2,500,000  to  the  General  Fund  in  the  Mayor's  Office  for  Fiscal  Year  2007-2008. 


June  24,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  1 6,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

 Noes:  1  -  Ammiano  —  

July  22,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Noes:  1  -  Ammiano 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Pnnled  al  4:25  PM  on 


File  No.  080766 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 
was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  22, 2008  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 
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(b)  The  followins  fees  shall  be  charged  for  participation  in  athletic  leagues.  The  Recreation 
and  Park  Department  is  authorized  to  set  specific  fees  within  each  range  based  on  the  type  of  sport, 
hours  of participation,  duration  of  season,  and  other  Department  cost  factors. 


Tvpe  of  League 

Youth  (1 7  vrs  and  under) 

Adults 

Public  Benefit 

$10-25.00  per  plaver 

$30-50.00  per  plaver 

Revenue  Prosram 

$25-50.00  ver  plaver 

$50-70.00  per  plaver 

For  Profit  Program 

$55-85.00  per  plaver 

$85-1 00.00  per  plaver 

(c)  The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  per  team  per  season  for  participation  in  Department 
'leagues:  """""  — _  


Activitv 

Youth  (17  vrs  and  under) 

Adults 

Futsol 

$250.00 

$450.00 

Seven-A-Side  Soccer 

$250.00 

$450.00 

Women's  Volleyball 

$310.00 

Women 's  Basketball 

$500.00 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA.  City  Attorney 


Deputy  City  Attorney 


Mayor  Newsom 
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FILE  NO.  080756 


ORDINANCE  NO.  ^  -  0^ 


[Recreation  and  Park  Department  -  Athletic  League  Fees.] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  adding  San  Francisco  Park  Code 
Section  12.48  to  establish  fees  for  the  use  of  Recreation  and  Park  facilities  by  athletic 
leagues. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section  12.48, 
to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  12.48.  ATHLETIC  LEAGUES. 

(a)  Definitions. 

(1)  Public  Benefit  Pro-am  -  the  activity  is  offered  to  low  income  communities  and  only 
nominal  fees  are  charged  to  ensure  commitment  to  participation. 


Note: 


Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 
deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikcthrough  normal. 


(2)  Revenue  Program  -  Fees  are  charged  in  order  to  offset  the  direct  costs  of  the 


program. 


(3)  For  Profit  Prosram  -  Fees  are  charged  in  order  to  cover  the  direct  and  indirect 


costs  of  the  program. 


DOCUMENTS  DEPT. 


Mayor  Newsom 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


SEP  1  2  2006 


■■  Page  1 

,  5.'29;2008 


SAN  FRANCISCO 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

-9- 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


(h)  The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  for  participation  in  athletic  leagues.  The  Recreation 
and  Park  Department  is  authorized  to  set  specific  fees  within  each  range  based  on  the  type  of  sport, 
hours  of participation,  duration  of  season,  and  other  Department  cost  factors. 
Type  of  League  Youth  (1 7  yrs  and  under)  Adults 

Public  Benefit  $10-25.00  per  player  $30-50.00 per  player  

Revenue  Program           $25-50.00  per  player                  $50- 70. 00  per  player 
For  Profit  Prosram         $55-85.00  per  player                  $85-100.00  per  player 
(c)  The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  per  team  per  season  for  participation  in  Department 
leagues:  _ — .  — _ 


Activity 

Youth  (17  yrs  and  under) 

Adults 

Futsol 

$250.00 

$450.00 

Seven-A-Side  Soccer 

$250.00 

$450.00 

Women 's  Volleyball 

$310.00 

Women 's  Basketball 

$500.00 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA.  City  Attorney 


Deputy  City  Attorney 


Mayor  Newsom 
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City  H»ll 
I  Or.  Carlton  B.  Goodktt  Place 
San  Ftancijco.  CA  94 102-4M9 


File  Number:  080756 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  adding  San  Francisco  Park  Code  Section  12.48  to 
establish  fees  for  the  use  of  Recreation  and  Park  facilities  by  athletic  leagues 


July  1 6, 2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  8  -  Alioto-Pier,  Chu,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi, 
Peskin 

Noes:  2  -  Daly,  Sandoval 
Absent:  1  -  Ammiano 

July  22,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

 Ayesr-8— AHotO'Ptcr,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Elsfeemd,  Maxvvey^cGoklrick,  Mirka;^ 

Peskin 

Noes:  1  -  Daly 

Absent:  2  -  Dufty,  Sandoval 


Cify  and  County  of  San  Francisco  ]  Priiittd  at  3:50  PM  c 


File  No.  080756  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  22, 2008  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


/j      Jj  Angela  Calvillo  a 

//     //Clerk  of  the  Board // 

JUL- 

Date  Approved 

X  r  Mayor  Gavin  Mewsom 
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FILE  NO.  080850 


ORDINANCE  NO.  ^  ST"  S 


[Zoning  -901  Bush  Street  Special  Use  District.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  by  adding  Section  249.36  and 

amending  Sheet  SU01  of  the  Zoning  IVIap  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to 

establish  the  901  Bush  Street  Special  Use  District  in  the  area  generally  bounded  by 

Bush  Street  to  the  north,  Taylor  Street  to  the  East,  and  Assessor's  Block  0282  Lots  017 

and  022  to  the  west  and  south,  respectively;  and  adopting  environmental  findings  and 

findings  of  consistency  with  the  General  Plan  and  the  Priority  Policies  of  Planning 

Code  Section  101.1(b). 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  l  imes  New  Roman', 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  d ou bl ejj njle rl i n ed . 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stri koth ro u gl=i-nGrroal . 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings,  (a)    Pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Section  302,  this  Board  of 
Supervisors  finds  that  this  ordinance  will  serve  the  public  necessity,  convenience  and  welfare 

for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.  ,  and 

incorporates  those  reasons  herein  by  reference.  A  copy  of  said  Planning  Commission 
resolution  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No. 


(b)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  this  ordinance  is,  on  balance,  consistent 
with  the  General  Plan  and  the  Priority  Policies  of  Planning  Code  Section  101 .1(b)  for  the 

reasons  set  forth  in  Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.  , 

and  incorporates  those  reasons  herein  by  reference. 

(c)  The  Planning  Department  has  completed  environmental  review  of  this  ordinance 
pursuant  to  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  ("CEQA"),  the  CEQA  Guidelines,  and 

.PJanniRg  Depaili»^.iit  ;v7e^V\S0tt.  PF^HVO) 
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Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.  Documentation  of  that  review  is  on  file 

with  the  Cleric  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is 

incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section 
249.36,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  249.36.  901  BUSH  STREET  SPECIAL  USE  DISTRICT. 

(a)  In  order  to  facilitate  development  of  the  901  Bush  Project  in  a  manner  consistent 
with  City  policies  and  neighborhood  character,  there  shall  be  the  901  Bush  Special  Use 
District  consisting  of  Assessor's  Block  0282,  Lot  001  as  designated  on  the  Zoning  Map  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  generally  bounded  by  Bush  Street  to  the  north,  Taylor 
Street  to  the  East,  and  Assessor's  Block  0282  Lots  017  and  022  to  the  west  and  south, 
respectively. 

(b)  All  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Planning  Code  for  RC-4  Districts  shall  apply 
within  this  Special  Use  District  except  for  the  following: 

(1 )  Residential  Density.  The  maximum  density  ratio  for  dwelling  units  in  RC-4 
Districts  set  forth  in  Section  209.1  shall  not  apply.  Density  in  the  Special  Use  District  shall  not 
exceed  one  dwelling  unit  for  each  120  square  feet  of  lot  area. 

(2)  Rear  Yard.  The  rear  yard  requirements  established  by  Section  134  shall  not 
apply.  The  rear  yard  depth  shall  be  9%  of  total  lot  depth. 

(3)  Open  Space.  The  dimensional  requirements  for  useable  open  space 
established  by  Section  135(g)  shall  not  apply. 

(4)  Off-Street  Parking.  The  off-street  parking  requirements  established  by  Section 
151  shall  not  apply.  No  off-street  parking  is  required  in  the  Special  Use  District. 
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Chapter  31  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.  Docunnentation  of  that  review  is  on  file 

with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is 

incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section 
249.36,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  249.36.  901  BUSH  STREET  SPECIAL  USE  DISTRICT. 

(a)  In  order  to  facilitate  development  of  the  901  Bush  Project  in  a  manner  consistent 
with  City  policies  and  neighborhood  character,  there  shall  be  the  901  Bush  Special  Use 
District  consisting  of  Assessor's  Block  0282,  Lot  001  as  designated  on  the  Zoning  Map  of  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  generally  bounded  by  Bush  Street  to  the  north.  Taylor 
Street  to  the  East,  and  Assessor's  Block  0282  Lots  017  and  022  to  the  west  and  south, 
respectively. 

(b)  Ail  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Planning  Code  for  RC-4  Districts  shall  apply 
within  this  Special  Use  District  except  for  the  following: 

(1)  Residential  Density.  The  maximum  density  ratio  for  dwelling  units  in  RC-4 
Districts  set  forth  in  Section  209.1  shall  not  apply.  Density  in  the  Special  Use  District  shall  not 
exceed  one  dwelling  unit  for  each  120  square  feet  of  lot  area. 

(2)  Rear  Yard.  The  rear  yard  requirements  established  by  Section  134  shall  not 
apply.  The  rear  yard  depth  shall  be  9%  of  total  lot  depth. 

(3)  Open  Space.  The  dimensional  requirements  for  useable  open  space 
established  by  Section  135(g)  shall  not  apply. 

(4)  Off-Street  Parking.  The  off-street  parking  requirements  established  by  Section 
151  shall  not  apply.  No  off-street  parking  is  required  in  the  Special  Use  District. 
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(5)     Affordable  Housing.  Notwithstanding  the  terms  of  Sections  315.3,  315.5.  and 
31 5.6;  and  due  to  the  unique  circumstances  of  the  site,  the  existing  building,  and  the 
property's  history;  the  existing  residential  project  within  this  Special  Use  District  shall  contain 
five  (5)  on-site  inclusionary  affordable  housing  units  that  meet  all  other  requirements  of 
Sections  315  et  seq. 

(c)     The  terms  of  this  Special  Use  District  shall  apply  only  to  the  existing  building  on 
the  subject  lot  and  all  successor  lots  or  units  that  may  be  created  though  a  subdivision.  Any 
demolition,  new  construction,  or  building  additions  within  this  Special  Use  District  shall  be 
subject  to  all  applicable  terms  of  the  Planning  Code  in  effect  at  the  time  of  the  demolition,  new 
construction,  or  building  addition. 

Section  3.  Under  Sections  106  and  302(c)  of  the  Planning  Code,  Sheet  SU01  of  the 
Zoning  Map  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  is  amended  as  follows: 
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Use  District 
Hereby  Approved 


Assessor's  Block  0282,  Lot  001 
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901  Bush  Street  SUD 
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FILE  NO.  071009 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Construction  Dust  Control.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code  by  adding  Section  106.3.2.6  to 
require  tiiat  all  site  preparation  v/ork,  demolition,  or  other  construction  activities  within 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  that  have  the  potential  to  create  dust  or  will 
expose  or  disturb  more  than  10  cubic  yards  or  500  square  feet  of  soil  must  comply  with 
specified  dust  control  measures  whether  or  not  the  activity  requires  a  permit  from  the 
Department  of  Building  Inspection,  with  provision  for  waiver  by  the  Director  for 
activities  on  sites  less  than  one  half  acre  that  are  unlikely  to  result  in  any  visible 

require,  for  projects  over  one  half  acre,  that  the  project  sponsor  obtain  approval  of  a 
dust  control  plan  from  the  Director  of  Public  Health  unless  the  Director  waives  these 
requirements  or  the  project  qualifies  for  an  interior  only  tenant  improvement  project 
exemption,  and  enacting  fees  to  defray  the  costs  of  implementation;  adopting 
environmental  and  general  findings. 


Be  it-ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1 .  Findings.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
hereby  finds  and  determines  that: 

(a)      Environmental  Findings.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the 
actions  contemplated  in  this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code  Sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  detenmination  is 
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on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  In  File  No.   and  is 

incorporated  herein  by  reference, 
(b)     General  Findings. 

(1 )  Even  though  there  are  Federal  Standards  for  air  pollutants  and  implementation 
of  State  and  Regional  air  quality  control  plans,  air  pollutants  continue  to  have  impacts  on 
human  health  throughout  the  country.  California  has  found  that  particulate  matter  exposure 
can  cause  health  effects  at  lower  levels  than  national  standards.  The  current  health  burden  i 
particulate  matter  demands  that,  where  possible,  public  agencies  take  feasible  available 
actions  to  reduce  sources  of  particulate  matter  exposure. 

(2)  According  to  the  California  Air  Resources  Board,  reducing  ambient  particulate 
matter  from  1998-2000  levels  to  natural  background  concentrations  in  San  Francisco  would 
prevent  over  200  premature  deaths. 

(3)  Dust  can  be  an  irritant  causing  watering  eyes  or  irritation  to  the  lungs,  nose  anc 

throat. 

(4)  Demolition,  excavation,  grading,  and  other  construction  activities  can  cause 
wind-blown  dust  to  add  to  particulate  matter  in  the  local  atmosphere.  Depending  on 
exposure,  adverse  health  effects  can  occur  due  to  this  particulate  matter  in  general  and  also 
due  to  specific  contaminants  such  as  lead  or  asbestos  that  may  be  constituents  of  dust. 

(5)  .  The  intent  of  this  ordinance  is  to  reduce  the  quantity  of  dust  generated  during 
site  preparation,  construction  and  demolition  in  order  to  protect  the  health  of  the  general 
public,  protect  the  health  of  on-site  workers,  minimize  public  nuisance  complaints,  and  avoid 
orders  to  stop  work  by  the  Department  of  Building  Inspection. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Building  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section 
106.3.2.6,  to  read  as  follows: 
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SEC.  106.3.2.6.  Construction  dust  control. 

106.3.2.6.1.  Dust  control  required.  All  applicants  for  a  buildine;.  demolition,  excavation, 
grading,  foundation,  or  other  permit  required  by  this  Code  to  construct  a  new  building,  to  demolish  a 
building,  to  substantially  alter  or  to  add  to  an  existing  building  shall  comply  with  the  requirements  for 
dust  control  and,  in  addition,  for  projects  over  a  half  acre  the  applicant  will  be  required  to  submit  a 
Dust  Control  Plan  for  approval  by  the  San  Francisco  Health  Department  as  set  forth  in  Article  22B  of 
the  San  Francisco  Health  Code. 

106.3.2.6.2.  Permit  approval.  For  projects  of  over  one  half  acre  in  size,  no  building  or  other 
permit  application  subject  to  the  requirements  of  this  section  shall  be  approved  until  the  Department  of 
Building  Inspection  receives  either 

(a)  written  notification  from  the  Director  of  Public  Health  that  the  applicant  either  has  a 
site-specific  dust  control  plan  for  the  project  approved  by  the  Director  of  Public  Health  or  the  Director 
of  Public  Health  has  waived  the  requirement  or 

(b)  the  applicant  qualifies  as  an  interior  only  tenant  improvement  project  that  wdl  not 
produce  exterior  visible  dust  and  therefore  is  exempt  from  complying  with  Article  22B  of  the  San 
Francisco  Health  Code. 

EXCEPTION:  The  Director  may  issue  a  site  permit  pursuant  to  Section  106.3.4.2  prior 
to  the  time  an  applicant  complies  with  this  section. 

106.3.2.6.3.  GENERAL  DUST  CONTROL  REQUIREMENTS 

(a)      All  site  preparation  work  demolition  or  construction  activities  within  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  that  have  the  potential  to  create  dust  or  will  expose  or  disturb  more  than  10 
cubic  yards  or  500  square  feet  of  soil  shall  comply  with  the  requirements  of  this  Section  whether  or  not 
the  activity  requires  a  permit  from  the  Department  of  Buildins  Inspection. 
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fb)  For  projects  over  one  half  acre  in  size,  the  project  sponsor  shall  designate  a  person  or 
persons  who  will  be  responsible  for  monitoring  compliance  with  dust  control  requirements.  The 
designated  person  or  persons  shall  be  on  the  site  or  available  by  telephone  or  other  means  durin2  all 
times  that  site  preparation,  demolition  or  construction  activities  may  be  in  progress,  including  holiday 
and  weekends.  The  name  and  telephone  number  where  such  person  or  persons  may  be  reached  at  all 
times  shall  be  provided  to  the  Director  and  to  the  Director  of  Public  Health  prior  to  commencement  o 
work  on  the  pro  ject. 

(c)       The  project  sponsor  and  the  contractor  responsible  for  construction  activities  at  the 
project  site  shall  use  the  followins  practices  to  control  construction  dust  on  the  site  or  other  practices 
that  result  in  equivalent  dust  control  that  are  acceptable  to  the  Director. 

(1)  Water  all  active  construction  areas  sufficiently  to  prevent  dust  from  becoming  airborne 
Increased  watering  frequency  may  be  necessary  whenever  wind  speeds  exceed  15  miles  per  hour. 
Reclaimed  water  must  be  used  if  required  by  Article  21,  Section  J 100  et  seq.  of  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Works  Code.  If  not  required,  reclaimed  water  should  be  used  whenever  possible. 

(2)  Provide  as  much  water  as  necessary  to  control  dust  (without  creating  run-off)  in  any 
area  of  land  clearing,  earth  movement,  excavation,  drillings,  and  other  dust-senerating  activity. 

(3)  Durins  excavation  and  dirt-moving  activities,  wet  sweep  or  vacuum  the  streets, 
sidewalks,  paths,  and  intersections  where  work  is  in  progress  at  the  end  of  the  workday. 

(4)  ,  Cover  any  inactive  (no  disturbance  for  more  than  seven  days)  stockpiles  greater  than  ti 
cubic  yards  or  500  square  feet  of  excavated  materials,  backfill  material,  import  material,  gravel,  sand 
road  base,  and  soil  with  a  10  mil  (0.01  inch)  polyethylene  plastic  or  equivalent  tarp  and  brace  it  down 
or  use  other  equivalent  soil  stabilization  techniques. 

(5)  Use  dust  enclosures,  curtains,  and  dust  collectors  as  necessary  to  control  dust  in  the 
excavation  area. 
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J  06.3.2.6.4.  Larse  projects.  If  the  project  is  over  one  half  acre  in  size  and  the  project  does  not 
qualify  for  an  interior  only  tenant  improvement  project  exemption  or  the  Department  of  Public  Health 
has  not  issued  a  waiver  for  a  site-speci  fic  dust  control  plan  for  the  project;  construction,  demolition, 
excavation,  grading,  foundation  work,  or  other  permitted  activities  may  not  commence  until  the  owner 
or  the  owner's  asent  has  submitted  to  the  Department  a  copy  of  the  Director  of  Public  Health 's  written 
approval  of  the  dust  control  plan.  All  site  preparation  and  construction  activities  on  the  job  site  shall 
comply  with  the  general  requirements  for  dust  control  and  the  site-specific  dust  control  plan  approved 
by  the  Director  of  Public  Health.  The  failure  to  comply  with  all  provisions  of  the  approved  site-specific 
dust  control  plan  shall  be  considered  a  violation  of  this  Code. 

106.3.2.6.5.  Waiver  of  requirements  for  compliance  for  small  sites:  rescission  of  waiver. 
For  sites  less  than  a  half  acre  in  size: 

(a)  The  Director  may  waive  these  requirements  if  the  applicant  demonstrates  to  the 
Director's  satisfaction  that  the  proposed  site  preparation,  demolition  or  construction  activities  are 
unlikely  to  result  in  any  visible  windblown  dust. 

(b)  If  at  any  time,  contrary  to  the  applicant 's  assertions,  the  construction  activities  produce 
visible  windblown  dust,  the  Director  may  issue  a  written  order  rescinding  the  waiver.  A  copy  of  the 
rescission  order  shall  be  personally  served  on  the  owner  of  the  property  at  the  address  on  file  with  the 
Department  of  Building  Inspection  and  posted  on  the  job  site. 

(c)  -  If  the  Director  orders  rescission  of  the  waiver,  the  owner  of  the  property  and  the 
contractor  or  other  persons  responsible  for  construction  activities  at  the  site  shall  comply  immediately 
with  the  above  dust  control  requirements. 

106.3.2.6.6.  Petmit  notification.  All  building,  demolition,  excavation,  grading,  foundation,  or 
other  permit  subject  to  this  section  issued  by  the  Central  Permit  Bureau  shall  bear  notice  of  the  above 
requirements  and  of  the  owner's  responsibility  to  control  construction  dust  on  the  site. 
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106.3.2.6.7.  Violations 

Upon  receipt  of  complaints,  the  Director  is  authorized  to  administer  and  enforce  all  provisions 
of  this  Section  and  may  enforce  the  provisions  of  this  Section  by  any  lawful  means  available  for  such 
purpose,  including  taking  actions  authorized  pursuant  to  Section  103  of  this  Code. 

1 06. 3. 2. 6. 8     Fees.  The  Department  shall  determine  and  recommend  to  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  the  amount  of  fee  that  is  required  to  compensate  the  Department  for  the  costs  of  enforcing 
these  dust  control  requirements. 

Section  3.  The  San  Francisco  Health  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Article  22B, 
to  read  as  follows: 

ARTICLE  22B 
CONSTRUCTION  DUST  CONTROL  REQUIREMENTS 
SEC  1240.  DEFINITIONS. 

In  addition  to  the  general  definitions  applicable  to  this  Code,  whenever  used  in  this  Article,  the 
following  terms  shall  have  the  meaninss  set  forth  below: 

(a)  "Applicant"  means  a  person  applying  for  any  permit  specified  in  Section  1 06. 3. 2. 6  of  th 
San  Francisco  Building  Code  or.  if  a  permit  for  the  work  is  not  required  from  the  Department  of 
Building  Inspection,  the  owner  of  the  property  where  the  activities  will  take  place. 

(b)  "Director"  means  the  Director  of  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health  or  th 
Director's  desiznee. 

(c)  "Director  of  Building  Inspection  "  means  the  Director  of  the  Department  of  Building 
Inspection  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

(d)  "Owner"  means  the  owner  or  owners  of  the  property  that  is  the  site  of  the  construction 
activities. 
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(e)       "Sensitive  Receptor"  means  residence,  school,  childcare  center,  hospital  or  other 
health-care  facility  or  group  living  quarters. 

SEC.  1241.  APPLICABILITY  OF  ARTICLE. 

This  Article  shall  apply  to  any  site  preparation  or  construction  activities  taking  place  within  the 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  that  has  the  potential  to  create  dust  or  that  will  expose  or  disturb 
soil. 

SECTION  1242.  SITE-SPECIFIC  DUST  CONTROL  PLAN. 

(a)  Applicants  for  projects  over  a  half  acre  in  size  shall  submit  a  map  showing  the  location 
of  the  project  and  clearly  identifying  all  surrounding  sensitive  receptors  and  particularly  noting  those 
within  1000  feet  of  the  project.  The  Director  of  Health  shall  review  this  map  and  any  other  information 
available  to  the  Director  to  verify  compliance  with  this  submittal  requirement.  If  no  sensitive  receptors 
are  determined  to  be  within  1000  feet  of  the  project,  then  the  Director  of  Health  may  issue  a  waiver  to 
the  Applicant  that  specifies  that  the  project  is  not  required  to  have  a  site-specific  dust  control  plan. 

(b)  For  projects  determined  by  the  Director  to  be  within  1000  feet  of  sensitive  receptors,  the 
Applicant  will  submit  a  site-specific  dust  control  plan  to  the  Director  for  approval. 

(c)  The  site-specific  dust  control  plan  shall  contain  all  provisions  of  Section  1 06. 3. 2. 6. 3  of 
the  Building  Code  and  enhanced  site-specific  dust  monitoring  and  control  measures  that  will  apply  to 
the  project.  These  site-specific  measures  may  include  the  following  or  equivalent  measures,  which 
accomplish  the  goal  of  minimizing  visible  dust: 

(1)  wetting  down  areas  around  soil  improvement  operations,  visibly  dry  disturbed  soil 
surface  areas,  and  visibly  dry  disturbed  unpaved  driveways  at  least  three  limes  per  shi  ft  per  day. 

(2)  analysis  of  the  wind  direction, 

(3)  placement  of  upwind  and  downwind  particidate  dust  monitors, 

(4)  recordkeeping  for  particidate  monitorins  results. 
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(5)  hiring  of  an  independent  third  party  to  conduct  inspections  for  visible  dust  and  keepim 
records  of  those  inspections, 

( 6)  requirements  for  when  dust  generating  operations  have  to  be  shut  down  due  to  dust 
crossing  the  property  boundary  or  if  dust  is  contained  within  the  property  boundary  but  not  controller 
after  a  specified  number  of  minutes, 

(7)  establishing  a  hotline  for  surrounding  community  members  to  call  and  report  visible 
dust  problems  so  that  the  Applicant  can  promptly  fix  those  problem:  posting  signs  around  the  site  wit 
the  hotline  number  and  making  sure  that  the  number  is  siven  to  adjacent  residents,  schools  and 
businesses. 

(8)  limiting  the  area  subject  to  excavation,  sradins,  and  other  demolition  or  construction 
activities  at  any  one  time, 

(9)  minimizing  the  amount  of  excavated  material  or  waste  materials  stored  at  the  site, 

(10)  installing  dust  curtains,  plastic  tarps  or  windbreaks,  or  planting  tree  windbreaks  on  th 
property  line  on  windward  and  down  windward  sides  of  construction  areas,  as  necessary, 

(11)  pavins,  applying  water  three  times  daily,  or  applying  non-toxic  soil  stabilizers  on  all 
unpaved  access  roads,  parkins  areas  and  staging  areas  at  the  construction  site.  Reclaimed  water  mu 
be  used  if  required  by  Article  21.  Section  1100  et  seq.  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code.  Artid 
22.  If  not  required,  reclaimed  water  should  be  used  whenever  possible. 

(12)  .  loading  haul  trucks  carrying  excavated  material  and  other  non-excavated  material  so 
that  the  material  does  not  extend  above  the  walls  or  back  of  the  truck  bed.  Tightly  cover  with 
tarpaulins  or  other  effective  covers  all  trucks  haulins  soil,  sand,  and  other  loose  materials  before  the 
trucks  leave  the  loading  area.  Wet  prior  to  covering  if  needed. 

(13)  establishing  speed  limits  so  that  vehicles  entering  or  exiting  construction  areas  shall 
travel  at  a  speed  that  minimizes  dust  emissions.  This  speed  shall  be  no  more  than  15  miles  per  hour. 
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(14)  sweeping  streets  with  water  sweepers  at  the  end  of  each  day  if  visible  soil  material  is 
carried  onto  adjacent  paved  roads.  Reclaimed  water  must  be  used  if  required  by  Article  21.  Section 
IJOOet  seq.  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Works  Code.  If  not  required,  reclaimed  water  should  be  used 
whenever  possible. 

(15)  installing  wheel  washers  to  clean  all  trucks  and  equipment  leaving  the  construction  site. 
If  wheel  washers  cannot  be  installed,  tires  or  tracks  and  spoil  trucks  shall  be  brushed  off  before  they  re- 
enter City  streets  to  minimize  deposition  of  dust-causing  materials. 

(16)  terminating  excavation,  grading,  and  other  construction  activities  when  winds  speeds 
exceed  25  miles  per  hour. 

(17)  hydroseedins  inactive  construction  areas,  including  previously  graded  areas  inactive  for 
at  least  10  calendar  days,  or  applying  non-toxic  soil  stabilizers. 

(18)  sweeping  of  surrounding  streets  during  demolition,  excavation  and  construction  at  least 
once  per  day  to  reduce  particulate  emissions. 

SEC.  1243.  EXEMPTION  FOR  INTERIOR  ONLY  TENANT  IMPROVEMENT  PROJECTS 
Interior  Only  Tenant  Improvement  Projects  that  are  over  one  half  acre  is  size  and  will  not 
produce  any  exterior  visible  dust  are  exempt  from  complying  with  these  requirements.  If  the  interior 
only  tenant  improvement  projects  are  changed  during  the  course  of  construction  and  begin  producing 
exterior  visible  dust  then  they  will  be  required  to  immediately  comply  with  Section  1242  by  submitting  a 
site-specific  dust  control  plan  for  the  Director's  approval. 

SEC.  1244.  WATVER  OF  REQUIREMENTS  FOR  COMPLIANCE:  RESCISSION  OF  WAIVER. 

(a)  The  Director  may  waive  the  requirements  for  a  site-specific  dust  control  plan  as 
described  in  Section  1242  (a)  or  if  the  Applicant  demonstrates  to  the  Director's  satisfaction  that  a  site- 
specific  dust  control  plan  should  not  be  required. 

(b)  The  Director  may  rescind  a  waiver. 
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(1)  if  sensitive  uses  are  placed  within  1000  feet  of  the  project: 

(2)  if  requested  by  the  Director  of  Buildins  Inspection:  or 

(3)  the  Director  is  presented  with  information  that  contradicts  the  Applicant's 
demonstration  that  a  site-specific  dust  control  plan  should  not  be  required. 

The  Director  shall  provide  the  Director  of  Building  Inspection  with  a  copy  of  the  rescission 
order.  If  the  Director  orders  rescission  of  the  waiver,  the  owner  of  the  property  and  the  contractor  or 
other  persons  responsible  for  construction  activities  at  the  site  shall  comply  immediately  with  Section 
1242  by  submitting  a  site-specific  dust  control  plan  for  the  Director's  approval. 

SEC.  1245.  DIRECTOR'S  APPROVAL  OF  DUST  CONTROL  PLAN  AND  NOTIFICATION  Tl 
THE  DIRECTOR  OF  BUILDING  INSPECTION. 

After  the  Director  has  approved  the  Applicant's  dust  control  plan,  the  Director  shall  provide  t. 
Applicant  and  the  Director  of  Building  Inspection  with  written  notification  that  the  Applicant  has 
complied  with  the  requirements  of  this  Article. 

SEC.  1246.  RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

The  Director  may  adopt,  and  may  thereafter  amend,  rules,  regulations  and  guidelines  that  the 
Director  deems  necessary  to  implement  the  provisions  of  this  Article.  A  public  hearing  before  the 
Health  Commission  shall  be  held  prior  to  the  adoption  or  any  amendment  of  the  rules,  regulations  an 
guidelines  recommended  for  implementation.  In  addition  to  any  notices  required  by  law,  the  Director 
shall  send  written  notice,  at  least  15  days  prior  to  the  hearing,  to  any  interested  party  who  sends  a 
written  request  to  the  Director  for  notice  of  hearings  related  to  the  adoption  of  rules,  regulations  and 
guidelines  under  this  section. 

SEC.  1247.  CONSTRUCTION  ON  CITY  PROPERTY. 

All  departments,  boards,  commissions,  and  agencies  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
that  authorize  construction  or  improvements  on  land  under  their  jurisdiction  under  circumstances 
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where  no  building,  excavation,  gradins,  foundation,  or  other  permit  needs  to  be  obtained  under  the  San 
Francisco  Building  Code  shall  adopt  rules  and  regulations  to  insure  that  the  same  dust  control 
requirements  that  are  set  forth  in  this  Article  are  followed.  The  Directors  of  Public  Health  and 
Building  Inspection  shall  assist  the  departments,  boards,  commission  and  agencies  to  insure  that  these 
requirements  are  met. 

SEC.  1248.  NO  ASSUMPTION  OF  LIABILITY. 

In  undertaking  the  enforcement  of  this  ordinance,  the  City  is  assuming  an  undertakinz  only  to 
promote  the  general  welfare.  It  is  not  assuming,  nor  is  it  imposing  on  its  officers  and  employees,  an 
oblisation  for  breach  of  which  it  is  liable  in  money  damases  to  any  person  who  claims  that  such  breach 
proximately  caused  injury. 

SEC.  1249.  FEES 

The  Director  is  authorized  to  charse  the  followins  fees  to  defray  the  costs  of  document 
processing  and  review,  consultation  with  applicants,  and  administration  of  this  Article:  for  fiscal  year 
2008-2009  (1)  an  initial  fee  of  $492.  payable  to  the  Department  upon  the  filing  of  a  Dust  Control  Plan 
with  the  Department:  and  (2)  an  additional  fee  of  $164  per  hour  for  time  spent  in  document  processing 
and  reyiew  and  applicant  consultation  exceeding  three  hours  or  portion  thereof  payable  to  the 
Department.  Beginning  with  fiscal  year  2009-2010,  no  later  than  April  15  each  year,  the  Controller 
shall  adjust  the  fees  provided  in  this  Article  to  reflect  changes  in  the  relevant  Consumer  Price  Index, 
without  further  action  by  the  Board  of  Supervisors.  In  adjusting  the  fees,  the  Controller  may  round 
these  fees  up  or  down  to  the  nearest  dollar.  The  Director  shall  perform  an  annual  revie^v  of  the  fees 
scheduled  to  be  assessed  for  the  followins  fiscal  year  and  shall  file  a  report  with  the  Controller  no  later 
than  May  1st  of  each  year,  proposing,  if  necessary,  an  adjustment  to  the  fees  to  ensure  that  costs  are 
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fully  recovered  and  that  fees  do  not  produce  significantly  more  revenue  than  required  to  cover  the  coi 
of  operating  the  prosram.  The  Controller  shall  adjust  fees  when  necessary  in  either  case. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 

By:  ^  -  J^y^^ 

(jL/blTH  A.  BOYAJIAN 
Deputy  City  Attorney 


Supervisor  Maxwell,  Supervisor  Peskin,  Supervisor  Ammiano 
BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  1 
6/24/200 

n  :\la  nd\as2008\0700448\00492581  .dc 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


City  H*J1 
1  Dr  Carlton  B  Ooodlcn  Place 
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Ordinance 


File  Number: 


071009 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code  by  adding  Section  106  3.2  6  to  require  that  all 
site  preparation  work,  demolition,  or  other  construction  activities  within  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  that  have  the  potential  to  create  dust  or  will  expose  or  disturb  more  than  10  cubic  yards  or 
500  square  feet  of  soil  must  comply  with  specified  dust  control  measures  whether  or  not  the  activity 
requires  a  permit  from  the  Department  of  Building  Inspection,  with  provision  for  v;aiver  by  the  Director 
for  activities  on  sites  less  than  one  half  acre  that  are  unlil<ely  to  result  in  any  visible  windblown  dust, 
amending  the  San  Francisco  Health  Code  by  adding  Article  22B  to  require,  for  projects  over  one  half 
acre,  that  the  project  sponsor  obtain  approval  of  a  dust  control  plan  from  the  Director  of  Public  Health 
unless  the  Director  waives  these  requirements  or  the  project  qualifies  for  an  interior  only  tenant 
improvement  project  exemption,  and  enacting  fees  to  defray  the  costs  of  implementation:  adopting 
environmental  and  general  findings. 
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FILE  NO.  080794 


ORDINANCE  NO.  ni-os 

ROr086028 
SA#28 


[Appropriating  $16,864,000  to  support  cost  overruns  at  San  Francisco  General  and  Laguna 
Honda  Hospitals  in  the  Department  of  Public  Health  for  Fiscal  Year  2007-2008.] 

Ordinance  appropriating  $16,864,000,  including  $15,449,000  million  in  surplus  hospital 
revenues  and  $1,415,000  million  from  a  de-appropriation  of  General  Fund  savings  in 
Health  at  Home,  for  cost  overruns  at  San  Francisco  General  Hospital  and  Laguna 
Honda  Hospital  in  the  Department  of  Public  Health  for  Fiscal  Year  2007-2008;  and  do- 
appropriating  $5,801,000  of  the  Healthy  San  Francisco  revenues  and  expenditures  due 
to  lower  program  participation  in  the  Department  of  Public  Health  for  Fiscal  Year  2007- 
^008:  

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  uses  of  funding  outlined  below  are  herein  de-appropriated  in  the  various 
subobjects  and  reflects  the  projected  sources  of  funding  as  outlined  in  Section  3  for  the 
Department  of  Public  Health  for  Fiscal  Year  2007-2008. 


SOURCES  Re-Appropriation  of  Health  At  Home  from  the  General  Fund  to  San 
Francisco  General  Hospital  and  Laguna  Honda  Hospital 

Fund  Index  Code         Subobject  Description  Amount 


1G  AGFAAA-GF-Non-  HCHAPHOMEHGF 
Project-Controlled  Fund 

1G  AGFAAA-GF-Non-  HCHAPHOMEHGF 
Project-Controlled  Fund 

Total  USES  De-appropriation 

Mayor  Newsom 
Office  of  the  Mayor 


00401        Nurses  -  Regular  Salaries 


Other  Fringe  Benefrts 
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Section  2.  The  sources  of  funding  outlined  below  are  herein  appropriated  to  reflect  tl 
funding  available  for  Fiscal  Year  2007-2008. 


SOURCES  Appropriation 

Fund  Index  Code 


Subobject 


Description 


San  Francisco  General  Hospital 

5HAAAAAA-SFGF-        HGH1HFI00101  65207 
Operating-  Non-Project- 
Controlled  Fund 


Other  Patient 
Revenue 


5H  AAA  AAA  -  SFGF- 
Operating-  Non-Project- 
Controlled  Fund 
5H  AAAAAA-SFGF- 
Operating-  Non-Project- 
Controlled  Fund 
5H  AAA  AAA  -  SFGF- 
Operating-  Non-Project- 
Controlled  Fund 

SFGH  Subtotal 


HGH1HFI00021 


HGH1HFI00021 


HGH1HAD40091 


65990 


Prior  Year 
Settlements  - 
Medicare 
Safety  Care  Net  Pool 


Capitation  Fees  / 
Health  Plan 
Settlements 


Lag  una  Honda  Hospital 

5LAAAAAA-LHH- 
Operating-  Non-Project- 
Controlled  Fund 


Medi-Cal  Inpatient 
Revenue 


$1,213,000 
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Fund 


Index  Code         Subobject  Description 


Amount 


5L  AAA  AAA  -  LHH- 


HLH448704 


65201 


Medicare  Inpatient 


708.000 


Operating-  Non-Project- 


Revenue 


Controlled  Fund 


LHH  Subtotal 


$1,921,000 


Total  SOURCES  Appropriation 


$15,449,000 


Section  3.  The  uses  of  funding  outlined  below  are  herein  appropriated  in  the  various 
subobjects,  and  reflects  the  projected  uses  of  funding  to  support  increased  expenditures  at 
San  Francisco  General  Hospital  related  to  increased  patient  volume  and  increased 
expenditures  at  Laguna  Honda  Hospital  for  the  Department  of  Public  Health  for  Fiscal  Year 
2007-2008. 

USES  Appropriation 

Fund  Index  Code       Subobject  Description  Amount 

San  Francisco  General  Hospital 

5H  AAA  AAA  -  SFGF-        HGH1HUN40061        00600        Temp  Salaries  -  Nurses  S4. 563.000 

Operating-  Non-Project- 
Controlled  Fund 

5H  AAA  AAA  -  SFGF-        HGH1HUN40061        009O4         Premium  Pay  -  Nurses  2.000.000 
Operating-  Non-Project- 
Controlled  Fund 


Mayor  Newsom 
Office  of  the  Mayor 
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Fund 


Index  Code  Subobject 


Description 


5H  AAA  AAA  -  SFGF- 
Operating-  Non-Project- 
Controlled  Fund 
5H  AAAAAA-SFGF- 
Operating-  Non-Project- 
Controlled  Fund 
5H  AAA  AAA  -  SFGF- 
Operatlng-  Non-Project- 


HGH1HUN40061  01104 


HGH1HUN40061  01900 


HGH1HUN40061  02100 


Holiday  Pay  -  Nurses 


Other  Fringe  Benefits 


750,000 


Controlled  Fund 
5H  AAAAAA-SFGF- 
Operating-  Non-Project- 
Controlled  Fund 
5H  AAA  AAA  -  SFGF- 
Operating-  Non-Project- 
Controlled  Fund 
5H  AAAAAA-SFGF- 
Operating-  Non-Project- 
Controlled  Fund 
5H  AAA  AAA  -  SFGF- 
Operating-  Non-Project- 
Controlled  Fund 

SFGH  Subtotal 


HGH1HUN40061  04000 


HGH1HUN40061        081 CT 


HGH1HUN40061       081  PR 


HGH1HUN40061       081 SH 


Materials  &  Supplies 


Services  of  Other 
Departments-City 

Attorney 
Services  of  Other 

Departments- 
Reproduction/Mail 
Services  of  Other 
Departments-Sheriff 


215,000 


$  14,734,000 


IVIayor  Newsom 
Office  of  the  Mayor 
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Fund 

Index  Code 

Subobject 

Description 

Amount 

Laguna  Honda  Hospital 

5L  AAA  AAA  -  LHH- 

HLH449629 

01100 

Overtime  Budget 

1.671.000 

Operating-  Non-Project- 

Controlled  Fund 

5L  AAA  AAA  -  LHH- 

HLH449629 

01400 

Social  Security 

(1,914.000) 

Operatlng-  Non-Project- 

Controlled  Fund 

5L  AAA  AAA  -  LHH- 

HLH448662 

05221 

Fees  Licenses  Permits 

375,000 

Operatlng-  Non-Project- 

Controlled  Fund 

5L  AAA  AAA  -  LHH- 

HLH449629 

04000 

Materials  and  Supplies 

1.750.000 

Operating-  Non-Project- 

Budget 

Controlled  Fund 

5L  AAA  AAA  -  LHH- 

HLH449462 

081SH 

Services  of  Other 

248.000 

Operating-  Non-Project- 

Departments-Sheriff 

Controlled  Fund 

LHH  Subtotal 

S2. 130.000 

Total  USES  Appropriation  $16,864,000 


Section  4.  The  sources  of  funding  for  the  Healthy  San  Francisco  program  outlined  below  are 
herein  de-appropriated  in  the  various  subobjects  in  the  Department  of  Public  Health  for  Fiscal 
Year  2007-2008  due  to  lower  program  participation. 
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SOURCES  De>Appropriation  of  Healthy  San  Francisco  Project 

Fund  Index  Code         Subobject  Description  Amount 


5H  AAA  ACP  -  SFGH- 
Continuing  Projects- 
Operating  Fund 
5H  AAA  ACP  -  SFGH- 
Continuing  Projects- 
Operating  Fund 
5H  AAA  ACP  -  SFGH- 


HGHHLTHACCES 
Project:  CHGHAP 


HGHHLTHACCES 
Project:  CHGHAP 


HGHGZZZB505H 


45418 


State  Health  Care 
Initiative  Revenue 


Capitation  Fees  /  Health 
Plan  Settlements 


Intrafund  Transfer  from  5H 


(8.351,000) 


(2,514,000) 


Continuing  Projects^ 
Operating  Fund 
Total  SOURCES  De-appropriation 


$(5,801,000) 


Section  5.  The  uses  of  funding  for  the  Healthy  San  Francisco  project  outlined  below  are 
herein , de-appropriated  in  the  various  subobjects  in  the  Department  of  Public  Health  for  Fiscal 
Year  2007-2008  due  to  lower  program  participation. 

USES  De-Appropriation  of  Healthy  San  Francisco  Project 

Fund  Index  Code         Subobject  Description  Amount 


5HAAAACP-SFGH- 
Contlnuing  Projects- 
Operating  Fund 
5H  AAA  ACP  -  SFGH- 
Continuing  Projects- 
Operating  Fund 


HGHHLTHACCES 
Project:  CHGHAP 


HGHHLTHACCES 
Project:  CHGHAP 


Salaries  -  Miscellaneous 


Other  Fringe  Benefits 


(1 ,465.000) 


(702,000) 


Mayor  Newsom 
Office  of  the  Mayor 
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Fund 

5H  AAA  ACP  -  SFGH- 
Continuing  Projects- 
Operating  Fund 
5H  AAA  ACP  -  SFGH- 
Continuing  Projects- 
Operating  Fund 
5H  AAAACP-SFGH- 
Continuing  Projects- 
 Operating  Fund  


Subobject 


HGHHLTHACCES 
Project:  CHGHAP 


HGHHLTHACCES 
Project;  CHGHAP 


HGHHAPPH931G 
Project:  CHGHAP 


Description 


Materials  &  Supplies 


Operating  Transfer  Out  to 
1G  -  General  Fund 


(1.809.000) 


(1.400.000) 


(425.000) 


Total  USES  De-appropriation 


$(5,801,000) 


Section  6.  The  Controller  is  hereby  authorized  to  adjust  and  apply  transfers  to  and  from  San 
Francisco  General  Hospital  and  Laguna  Honda  Hospital,  including  General  Fund  transfers  to 
reflect  new  expenditure  authority  contained  in  this  Ordinance. 

FUNDS  AVAILABLE 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 


DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


BEN  ROSENFIELD 


Controller 


By: 


Deputy  City  Attorney 


By: 


Date:  6/10/2008 


Mayor  Newsom 
Office  of  the  Mayor 
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Ordinance 


File  Number: 


080794 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  appropriating  $16,864,000,  including  $15,449,000  in  surplus  hospital  revenues  and 
$1 ,415,000  from  a  de-appropriation  of  General  Fund  savings  in  Health  at  Home,  for  cost  overruns  at 
San  Francisco  General  Hospital  and  Laguna  Honda  Hospital  in  the  Department  of  Public  Health  for 
Fiscal  Year  2007-2008;  and  de-appropriating  $5,801,000  of  the  Healthy  San  Francisco  revenues  and 
expenditures  due  to  lower  program  participation  in  the  Department  of  Public  Health  for  Fiscal  Year 
2007-2008. 


July  16,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

Tnly  9?  ?008  RnarH  of  Snp«^i^f.;nrs..=^JEDsLO..I^J£A   

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


Ci/y  and  County  o/San  Francisco  I  Printed  at  11:39  AM  on  7/23/08 


File  No.  080794  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  22,  2008  by 
I  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 

County  of  San  Francisco. 
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FILE  NO.  080442 


ORDINANCE  NO.    \  T  8  "  ^  2 


[Recreation  and  Park  Department  -  County  Fair  Building  &  Botanical  Garden  Facility  Rental 
Fees.] 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code, 
Article  12,  by  adding  Section  12.46,  to  establish  facility  rental  fees  for  the  County  Fair 
Building  and  Botanical  Garden. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  In  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section  12.46. 
to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  12.46.  COUNTY  FAIR  BUILDING  &  BOTANICAL  GARDEN  FACILITY  RENTAL 

FEES. 

(a)  Definitions. 

L  "Corporate  Event "  means  any  rental  by,  on  behalf  o  f,  or  in  connection  with  any 

corporate  entity,  except  for  Garden  Clubs  or  Nonprofit  Organizations  as  defined  below. 

2.  "Garden  Club  "  means  any  garden  club  or  flower  society  ensased  in  horticultural 

activities  in  which  there  are  no  monetary  transactions  (admission  charge,  donation,  ticket  sales,  or 
product  sales)  during  or  in  connection  with  the  activity. 


Note: 
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3,  "Individual  or  Nonprofit  Organization  "  means  any  person  rentins  the  County  Fair 

Building  or  Botanical  Garden  in  his  or  her  individual  capacity  for  private  use,  or  any  entity  qualifying 
for  tax-exempt  status  under  26  U.S.C.  $  501(c)(3).  or  any  sarden  club  or  flower  society  using  the 
County  Fair  Building  or  Botanical  Garden  for  fundraising  activities. 

(b)  County  Fair  Building  Facility  Rental  Fees.  All  spaces  must  be  rented  for  a  minimum  of 
two  hours. 


Rental  Area 


Garden  Club  Room 

Garden  Club~ 


Reservation  Fee 


Hourly  Rate 


$10.00 
$30.00 


Individual  or  Nonprofit  Organization 
Corporate  Event 


$25.00 
$100.00 


Recreation  Room 

Garden  Club 

Individual  or  Nonpro  fit  Organization 
Corporate  Event 


$10.00 
$25.00 
$100.00 


Auditorium 

Garden  Club 

Individual  or  Nonprofit  Organization 
Corporate  Event 


$25.00 
$50.00 
$150.00 


Gallery 


Garden  Club 

Individual  or  Nonprofit  Orsanization 
Corporate  Event 


$25.00 
$50.00 
$150.00 


$10.00 
$20.00 
$60.00 


$20.00 
$40.00 
$90.00 


$30.00 
$75.00 
$180.00 
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Entire  Facility 

Garden  Club 

$35.00 

$60. 00 

Individual  or  Nonprofit  Organization 

$75.00 

$140. 00 

Corporate  Event 

$150.00 

$390.00 

Commercial  Kitchen  * 

Garden  Club 

None 

$5.00 

Individual  or  Nonprofit  Organization 

None 

$10. 00 

Corporate  Event 

None 

$30.00 

Patio* 

Garden  Club 

None 

$5.00 

Individual  or  Nonprofit  Orsanization 

None 

$15.00 

Corporate  Event 

None 

$30.00 

Courtvard* 

Garden  Club 

None 

$10.00 

Individual  or  Nonprofit  Orsanization 

None 

$30.00 

Corporate  Event 

None 

$90.00 

*  Mav  onlv  be  rented  in  conjunction  with  other  space  in  the  building. 

(c)      Botanical  Garden  Facility  Rental  Fees.  All  spaces  must  he  rented  for  a  minimum  of  n^o 

hours. 

Rental  Area 

Reservation  Fee 

Hourly  Rate 

Demonstration  Garden 

Individual  or  Nonprofit  Orsanization 

$250.00 

$375.00 

Corporate  Event 

$500.00 

$750.00 
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Fragrance  Garden 

Individual  or  Nonprofit  Orsanization 
Corporate  Event 


Redwood  Grove 

Individual  or  Nonpro  fit  Orsanization 
Corporate  Event 


Rhododendron  Garden 

Individual  or  Nonpro  fit  Orsanization 


Corpordfe~Event 


$250.00 
$500.00 


$250.00 
$500.00 


$250.00 


$375.00 
$750.00 


$375.00 
$750.00 


$375.00 
-$750.00 


Fountain  Plaza 

Individual  or  Nonpro  fit  Organization 
Corporate  Event 


$750.00 
$1.500.00 


Great  Meadow 

Individual  or  Nonprofit  Orsanization 
Corporate  Event 


$750.00 
$1.500.00 


Zellerbach  Garden 

Individual  or  Nonprofit  Orsanization 
Corporate  Event 


$750.00 
$1.500.00 


$875.00 
$1.750.00 


$875.00 
$1.750.00 


$875.00 
$1.750.00 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By: 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  I  Dr  Carlion  B.  Goodlen  Place 

San  Francijco.CA  94102^*89 

Tails 

Ordinance 

File  Number:       080442  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12,  by 
adding  Section  12.46,  to  establish  facility  rental  fees  for  the  County  Fair  Building  and  Botanical 
Garden. 


July  16,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  22,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

 Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbernd,  Maxwell, 

McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


I 


Printed  at  11:39  AM  on  7/23^t 


File  No.  080442  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  22,  2008  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 
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FILE  NO.  080947 


ORDINANCE  NO,    \1  ^  -  0  E 


[Changing  the  official  sidewalk  width  -  Jessie  Street  east  of  10'^  Street  ] 

Ordinance  amending  Ordinance  No.  1061  entitled  "Regulating  the  Width  of  Sidewalks" 

by  adding  thereto  Section  1579  to  change  the  official  sidewalk  width  on  Jessie  Street 

east  of  10*"^  Street;  making  environmental  findings  and  findings  pursuant  to  the  General 

Plan  and  Planning  Code  Section  101.1;  requiring  relocation,  modification,  or  both  of 

facilities  affected  by  the  sidewalk  width  change;  and  approving  public  sidewalk 

easements  along  the  southerly  side  of  Jessie  Street. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  strilccthrough  italics  Times  New  Ra^nnm. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikothrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  adopts  as  its  own  and  incorporates  by  reference 
herein  as  though  fully  set  forth  the  Planning  Department  findings  in  its  letter  dated  April  28. 
2008.  Said  letter  stated  the  actions  contemplated  herein  are  consistent  with  the  General  Plan 
and  in  conformance  with  the  Eight  Priority  Policies  of  Planning  Code  Section  101 .1 .  A  copy  of 
said  letter  is  in  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  File  No.  0809A7  . 

Section  2.  In  the  abovementioned  letter,  the  Planning  Department  also  determined  that 
the  actions  contemplated  in  this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is 
incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  3.  The  contemplated  sidewalk  width  change  involves  the  change  of  width  of  the 
sidewalk  on  the  south  side  of  Jessie  Street  to  the  east  of  1 0'"  Street  to  a  4.5-foot  width  and 
abolishing  the  sidewalk  on  the  northerly  side  of  Jessie  Street  to  the  east  of  10'^  Street.  In 
accordance  with  the  Department  of  Public  Works'  Order  No.  177,599,  a  copy  of  which  is  in  the 
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Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  File  No.   080947         and  incorporated  herein  by  reference, 
Board  of  Supervisors  Ordinance  No.  1061 ,  entitled  "Regulating  the  Width  of  Sidewalks,"  a  copy 
of  which  is  in  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  Book  of  General  Ordinances,  in  effect  May 
1 1 , 1910,  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  thereto  a  new  section  to  read  as  follows: 

Section  1579.  The  official  sidewalk  widths  on  Jessie  Street  east  of      Street  shall  be  as  shown 
on  Department  of  Public  Works  drawing  O-20-660.  copies  of  which  are  in  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  File  No.   0809.4  7 

Section  4.  Mercy  Housing  California  ,  as  is  necessary  as  a  result  of  this  Ordinance, 
shall  make  arrangements  with  public  utility  companies  and  City  Departments  for  the 
relocation,  modification,  or  any  affected  public  facilities.  Any  necessary  relocation, 
modification,  or  both  of  such  facilities  shall  be  at  no  cost  to  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco. 

Section  5.  (a)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  acknowledges  that  Mercy  Housing 
California's  offers  for  public  sidewalk  easements  over  a  portion  of  Jessie  Street  are  intended 
to  offset  the  loss  in  sidewalk  width  due  to  the  sidewalk  width  change  contemplated  herein. 
This  easement  area,  which  generally  is  2-feet  wide  along  the  southerly  edge  of  Jessie  Street, 
also  is  addressed  in  DPW  Order  No.  177,599.  Copies  of  said  easements  are  on  file  with  the 

Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  080947   and  are  incorporated  herein  by 

reference.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  approves  the  subject  public  sidewalk  easements 
in  substantially  the  form  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board. 

(b)  The  Board  hereby  authorizes  and  Director  of  Public  Works  and  Director  of  Real 
Estate  to  take  any  and  all  actions  which  they  or  the  City  Attorney  may  deem  necessary  or 
advisable  in  order  to  effectuate  the  purpose  and  intent  of  this  Ordinance  (including,  without 
limitation,  processing  and  recordation  of  the  easements  contemplated  herein). 


Supervisor  Daly 
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APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


Johrt  D.  Malamut 
(Depjjty  City  Attorney 


RECOMMENDED: 

DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 


Edward  D.  Reskin 
Director  of  Public  Works 


Supervisor  Daly 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


City  Hall 
1  Dr.  Carhon  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


080947 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  Ordinance  No.  1061  entitled  "Regulating  the  Width  of  Sidewalks"  by  adding 
thereto  Section  1579  to  change  the  official  sidewalk  width  on  Jessie  Street  east  of  10th  Street;  making 
environmental  findings  and  findings  pursuant  to  the  General  Plan  and  Planning  Code  Section  101.1; 
requiring  relocation,  modification,  or  both  of  facilities  affected  by  the  sidewalk  width  change;  and 
approving  public  sidewalk  easements  along  the  southerly  side  of  Jessie  Street 


July  22, 2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  29,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufiy,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  I  Printed  at  8:05  AM  on  7/30/08 


File  No.  080947  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  29,  2008  hv 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 
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Amendment  of  the  Whole 

In  Board  ]  n  f\  r\ 

FILENO.      0^001^3  7/22/08       ORDINANCENO,  l/)U^D2 


[Green  Building  Requirements.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code  by  adding  Chapter  13C  to 
impose  green  building  requirements  on  ^  newly  constructed  (i_rQjyij3jR_oc_c,upa.nc^ 
residential  buildings,     newly  constructed  commercial  buildings  o_f(BLQjiP_B_Q.LM 
occupancies  that  are  5,000  gross  square  feet  or  more,  (3)  new  alterations  to  now-of 
oxistina  first-time  build-outs  qf  commercial  interiors  that  are  25,000  gross  square  feet 
or  more  in  area  buildings  of  Group  B  or  M  occupancies,  and  {4]  major  alterations  to 
existing  buildings  that  are  25,000  gross  square  feet  or  more  in  ar^  existipg^bu lldi ngs 
of  Group  B.  M.  or  R  occupancies,  where  interior  finishes  are  removed  and  significant 
upgrades  to  structural  and  mechanical,  electrical  and/or  plumbing  systems  are 
proposed;  exempting  £3J[  City  projects,  which  are  subject  to  coveredA>y  Chapter  7  of  the 
San  Francisco  Environment  CodeT  (2)  anv  new  building  in  which  laboratory  use  of  anv 
occupancv  classification  is  the  primarv  use,  and  (3)  any  b^Jidina^undergoin^ 
renovation  in  which  the  area  of  renovation  will  be  primarilv  fonJabQiiatoFyLUSJLof  any 
occupancv  classification,  and  to  authorize  the  Director  of  Building  lnspectiO-DJLo_gr^Ql 
an  exemption  from  some  of  the  requirements  on  the  grounds  of  hardshij^^or 
infeasibility  and  require  the  Director  to  grant  an  exemption  if  compliance_w,ojii(j 
compromise  the  historical  integrity  of  an  historic  structure;  imposing  ajjdltionaj 
requirements  on  demolitions  and  credits  for  the  reuse  of  historic  Structums;  providing 
that  the  requirements  become  effective  operative  90  days  after  adoption  if  thg 
California  Enerov  Commission  has  approved  it  by  that  time:  ei^ctment  of  the 
ordinance  and  incroaso  over  the  following  fivo-yoar  period;  adopting  findings, 
including  environmental  findingsr-and  findings  required  by  California  Health  and  Safety 
Code  Section  17958.5.  and  California  Enerov  Code  findings:  and  direciing  the_CLerk_oi 
DOCUMENTS  DEPT 
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the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  forward  this  ordinance  to  the  California  Building  Standards 
Commission  upon  final  passage. 

Note:  Additions  are  sinsle-mderline  italics  Times  New  Roman: 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  The  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  hereby 
finds  and  declares  as  follows: 

(a)  CEQA  Findings.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions 
contemplated  in  this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality 
Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code  section  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file 

with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated 

herein  by  reference. 

(b)  Findings  Required  by  California  Health  &  Safety  Code  Section  17958.5. 

(i)  San  Francisco  is  located  at  the  tip  of  a  peninsula  and  is  served  by  the  electricity 
grid  at  a  single  point,  the  Martin  Substation.  This  single  point  of  service  makes  San  Francisco 
uniquely  vulnerable  to  supply  disruptions.  Making  San  Francisco's  building  stock  more  energy 
efficient  will  reduce  San  Francisco's  energy  consumption  and  decrease  its  vulnerability  to 
supply  disruptions. 

(ii)  The  world's  leading  climate  scientists  have  documented  a  clear  global  warming 
trend  and  the  unmistakable  impact  of  human  activities  on  that  trend.  As  a  coastal  city 
surrounded  on  three  sides  by  water,  San  Francisco  is  extremely  vulnerable  to  climate  change 
caused  by  global  warming  and  the  associated  rise  in  sea  levels.  Construction  of  more  energy 
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efficient  buildings  can  help  San  Francisco  reduce  its  share  of  the  greenhouse  gas  emissions 
that  are  a  significant  contributor  to  global  warming. 

(iii)  In  2002,  in  response  to  the  global  warming  threat,  the  Board  of  Supervisors 
adopted  unanimously  Resolution  No.  158-02,  which,  among  other  things,  established  for  San 
Francisco  a  greenhouse  gas  emissions  reduction  target  of  20  percent  below  1990  levels  by 
the  year  2012  and  called  for  continued  actions  toward  achieving  these  goals. 

In  Resolution  No.  158-02,  the  Board  found  that  global  warming  and  the  associated  nse 
in  sea  levels  would  be  particularly  devastating  to  San  Francisco  and  that  a  Green  Building 
Program,  among  other  efforts,  was  a  critical  component  in  a  local  action  plan  for  climate 
protection.  The  Board  further  found  that  greenhouse  gas  reduction  activities  would  contribute 
substantially  to  the  achievement  of  many  of  the  City's  highest  priority  goals,  including  but  not 
limited  to:  energy  security  and  cost  reduction,  affordable  housing,  mobility  and  transportation 
choices,  solid  waste  reduction  and  recycling,  reliable  and  affordable  water  supply,  urban  and 
rural  forest  protection,  sustainable  economic  development,  and  clean  air. 

(iv)  In  response  to  Board  Resolution  No.  158-02,  San  Francisco's  Department  of 
Environment  and  Public  Utilities  Commission  published  a  Climate  Action  Plan  for  San 
Francisco  in  September  2004.  The  Plan  states  that  in  San  Francisco,  the  impacts  of  climate 
change  will  be  variable  and  widespread  and  identifies  a  number  of  specific  serious  impacts 
that  global  warming  and  the  associated  rise  in  sea  levels  would  have  on  San  Francisco's 
weather,  water  resources,  physical  landscape,  ecosystem,  human  health,  economy,  and 
infrastructure. 

(v)  The  City's  Climate  Action  Plan  found  that  energy  use  in  buildings  and  facilities  is 
responsible  for  approximately  50  percent  of  San  Francisco's  greenhouse  gas  emissions.  In 
1990,  San  Francisco's  total  energy  consumption  was  about  5,000  gigawatt-hours  of  electricity 
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and  300  million  therms  of  natural  gas.  San  Francisco's  energy  use  resulted  in  a  total  of 
approximately  4.5  million  tons  of  CO2  emissions  released  into  the  atmosphere  in  1990: 1 .7 
million  tons  of  CO2  was  released  by  the  City's  300,000  households,  1 .5  million  tons  of  CO2 
was  released  by  the  City's  32,000  businesses,  894,000  tons  of  CO2  was  released  by  the 
City's  industrial  sector,  and  402,000  tons  of  CO2  was  released  by  the  City's  municipal 
buildings  and  facilities. 

The  Climate  Action  Plan  states  that  the  potential  for  CO2  reductions  through  electricity 
and  gas  savings  in  San  Francisco's  buildings  is  tremendous  and  that  key  actions  required  to 
reach  this  potential  include  incorporating  policies  in  both  the  private  and  public  sectors  such 
as  designing  new  buildings  beyond  code  and  implementing  energy  efficient  retrofit  projects  in 
existing  buildings.  Reducing  electricity  demand  means  in-city  power  plants  run  less,  creating 
fewer  emissions. 

(vi)  As  a  participant  in  the  Cities  of  Climate  Protection  campaign  sponsored  by  the 
International  Council  on  Local  Environmental  Initiatives,  San  Francisco  has  joined  with  more 
than  500  cities  around  the  world  to  inventory  its  emissions  of  greenhouses  gases,  set 
reduction  targets,  and  take  action  to  meet  those  targets. 

(vii)  In  recent  years,  green  building  design,  construction  and  operational  techniques 
have  become  increasingly  widespread.  Many  homeowners,  businesses  and  building 
professionals  have  voluntarily  sought  to  incorporate  green  building  techniques  into  their 
projects.  A  number  of  local  and  national  systems  have  been  developed  to  serve  as  guides  to 
green  building  practices.  At  the  national  level,  the  U.S.  Green  Building  Council,  developer  of 
the  Leadership  in  Energy  and  Environmental  Design  (LEED™)  CLEED®)  Green  Rating  System 
and  LEED"^^  LEED®  Reference  Guide,  has  become  a  leader  in  promoting  and  guiding  green 
building.  At  the  local  level.  Build  It  Green  and  StopWaste.Org  have  developed  residential 
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green  building  standards  appropriate  for  smaller  projects,  and  which  over  twenty  Bay  Area 
cities  and  counties  have  employed. 

(viii)    Starting  in  2004,  the  City  San  Francisco  has  enacted  legislation  or  adopted 
programs  to  mandate  or  encourage  the  use  of  green  building  standards  in  San  Francisco  and 
to  reduce  the  City's  impacts  on  the  environment. 

In  2004,  the  City  enacted  Chapter  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code,  which, 
among  other  things,  requires  all  new  City  construction  and  major  renovation  projects  to 
achieve  a  LEED®  Silver  certification  from  the  US  Green  Building  Council.  In  2006,  the  City 
adopted  Ordinance  No.  27-06  mandating  the  recycling  of  constmction  and  demolition  debris. 

In  2006,  the  City  adopted  two  programs  to  encourage  the  use  of  green  building 
standards  in  the  private  sector.  First,  the  San  Francisco  Building  and  Planning  Departments 
developed  criteria  to  reduce  the  cost  of  solar  permits  and  streamline  the  pemiitting  process. 
Solar  permits  now  cost  less  than  $90  and  can  be  issued  over  the  counter,  without  the  delays 
of  in-house  reviews.  The  Department  of  Building  Inspection  has  estimated  that  90  percent  of 
photovoltaic  system  applications  meet  the  requirements  for  the  streamlined  permit  process. 
Second,  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  Building  Inspection,  Planning  Department,  and 
Department  of  the  Environment  established  a  priority  permitting  process  for  LEED  LEED® 
Gold  certified,  or  equivalent,  building  projects.  Eight  Seventeen  projects  have  presently  been 


(ix)     In  2004,  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  committed  to  the  goals  of 
diverting  over  75  percent  of  its  waste  from  landfill  by  the  year  2010  and  to  achieve  Zero  Waste 
to  landfill  by  2020.  These  ambitious  targets  can  only  be  realized  through  continued 
implementation  and  expansion  of  recycling  and  composting  programs,  increased  construction 
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and  demolition  debris  recycling,  and  source  reduction  programs  in  the  public  and  private 
sectors. 

(x)  In  2006,  the  State  enacted  the  California  Global  Warming  Solutions  Act  of  2006 
(AB  32),  which  added  Section  38501  et  seq.  to  the  California  Health  and  Safety  Code.  This 
legislation  requires,  among  other  actions,  that  by  January  1 ,  2008,  the  State  Air  Resources 
Board  approve  a  statewide  greenhouse  gas  emissions  limit  that  is  equivalent  to  the  emissions 
level  in  1990.  This  ordinance  will  further  the  State's  efforts  to  reduce  greenhouse  gas 
emissions  statewide  by  reducing  San  Francisco's  emissions. 

(xi)  In  2007,  Mayor  Gavin  Newsom  established  a  Task  Force  on  Green  Building  for 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  comprised  often  members  from  San  Francisco's 
ownership,  developer,  financial,  architectural,  engineering,  and  construction  community.  The 
mission  of  the  Task  Force  was  to  advise  and  recommend  to  the  City's  policy  makers 
mandates,  incentives,  education,  and  outreach  in  order  to  increase  the  number  and  improve 
the  quality  of  green  buildings  in  San  Francisco  and  to  assess  the  impacts  of  the  Task  Force's 
recommendations.  The  Task  Force  issued  its  Report  and  Recommendations  in  June  2007. 

(xii)  In  its  Report,  the  Green  Building  Task  Force  Report  recommends  that  the  City 
San  Francisco  take  a  leadership  role  in  addressing  environmental  impacts,  which  include 
consumption  of  natural  resources,  accelerated  effects  on  climate  change,  and  increased 
pollution.  It  further  recommends  that  as  the  City  San  Francisco  look  at  a  broad  range  of 
policies  and  programs  to  improve  sustainability  and  recognize  that  construction  activity  for  and 
operational  energy  used  by  buildings  are  primary  contributors  to  man-made  CO2  production 
and  have  significant  other  impacts  on  air  quality,  landfill,  transportation,  energy  consumption, 
resource  use,  and  occupant  health  and  productivity.  The  Task  Force  Report  states  that  it  is 
essential  that  sustainable  practices  become  standards  of  the  building  industry. 
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(xiii)  By  implementing  the  recommendations  of  the  Mayor's  Task  Force  on  Green 
Building,  this  ordinance  continues  San  Francisco's  efforts  to  address  environmental  impacts  in 
order  to  improve  the  health  and  economic  well  being  of  the  City's  residents,  workers  and 
visitors,  and  to  mitigate  the  effects  of  global  warming  on  the  City's  weather,  water  resources, 
physical  landscape,  ecosystem,  human  health,  economy,  and  infrastructure. 

Some  of  the  significant  cumulative  benefits  this  ordinance  is  very  consen/atively 
expected  to  achieve  through  2012  are:  reducing  CO2  emissions  by  60,000  tons,  saving 
220,000  megawatt  hours  of  power,  saving  100  million  gallons  of  drinking  water,  reducing 
wastewater  and  stormwater  by  90  million  gallons  of  water,  reducing  construction  and 
demolition  waste  by  700  million  pounds,  increasing  the  valuations  of  recycled  materials  by 
$200  million,  reducing  automobile  trips  by  540,000,  and  increasing  green  power  generation  by 
37  thousand  megawatt  hours. 

(xiv)  Demolition  of  an  existing  building  results  in  the  loss  of  the  energy  and  materia]§ 
that  were  embodied  in  the  original  construction,  and  can  result  in  the  loss  of  a  cultural 
resource  as  well.  Demolition  and  new  construction  consumes  still  more  enerov  and  materials. 
Thus,  a  principle  of  green  construction  is  that  "the  greenest  building  is  the  one  that  already 
exists."  Preservationists  have  estimated  that  it  takes  decades  for  an  enerqv-efficjent  new 
building  to  conserve  the  amount  of  enerov  lost  in  demolishing  an  existing  building,  and  ^hat  a 
green  rehabilitation  can  greatly  improve  energy  efficiencv  without  compromising  historic  fabric 
and  without  the  loss  of  embodied  resources.  Preservation,  rehabilitation,  and  reuse  of  existing 
stnjctures  should  be  encouraged. 

(c)     Findings  reouired  by  Public  Resources  Code  Section  25402.1(h)(2)  and  Section 
10-106  of  the  California  Code  of  Regulations.  Title  24.  Part  1 .  Locallv  Adopted  Enerov 
Standards  ("Section  10-106"V 
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(i)  Public  Resources  Code  Section  25402.1  fa)  provides  that  the  building 
department  of  every  city,  county,  or  city  and  county  shall  enforce  Section  25402(a)  and  (b). 
Section  25402.1.  and  the  rules  and  reoulations  of  the  California  Enerov  Commission  adopted 
pursuant  thereto.  Section  25402(a)  requires  the  Commission  to  prescribe,  by  regulation. 
liahtino.  insulation  climate  control  system,  and  other  buildino  desion  and  construction 
standards  that  increase  the  efficiency  in  the  use  of  energy  for  new  residential  and  new 
nonresidential  buiidinos.  Section  25402(b)  requires  the  Commission  to  prescribe,  by 
regulation,  performance-based  energy  conservation  design  standards  for  new  residential  and 
new  nonresidential  buildings. 

(ii)  Public  Resources  Code  Section  25402.1(h)(2)  and  Section  10-106  authorize  the 
adoption  and  enforcement  of  more  stringent  local  energy  standards,  provided  that  the  local 
iurisdiction  makes  a  determination  that  the  local  standards  are  cost  effective  and  will  save 
more  energy  than  the  current  Statewide  standards  and  the  local  jurisdiction  files  an 
application  for  approval  with  the  California  Energy  Commission  together  with  documentation 
supporting  the  cost-effectiveness  determination.  A  proposed  ordinance  may  take  effect  only 
after  the  California  Energy  Commission  has  reviewed  and  formally  approved  the  proposed 
local  energy  standards. 

(iii)  Based  upon  the  findings  of  a  study  of  this  Ordinance  performed  bv  Gabel 
Associates  LLC,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  determines  that  the  Ordinance's  standards 
are  cost  effective  and  will  save  more  energy  than  the  current  Statewide  standards. 

(iv)  This  Ordinance  establishes  increased  minimum  energy  efficiency  standards 
within  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  for  certain  new  construction,  additions  and 
alterations:  and  is  intended  to  supplement  the  2005  California  Building  Energy  Efficiency 
Standards,  as  specified  in  California  Code  of  Regulations.  Title  24.  Parts  1  and  6  ("2005 
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Standards.  Compliance  with  the  applicable  California  Buildjnq  Energy  Efficiency  Standards  is 
required  even  if  the  increased  minimum  energy  efficiency  standards  specified  in  this 
Ordinance  do  not  apply. 

(y)      On  April  23.  2008.  the  California  Energy  Commission  adopted  California 
Buildino  Energy  Efficiency  Standards,  as  specified  in  California  Code  of  Regulation^.  Title  24, 
Parts  1  and  6.  that  are  expected  to  go  into  effect  on  July  1 .  2009  ("2008  Standards").  This  wjH 
reouire  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  make  a  determination  that  the  local  standartjs  are  cost 
effective  and  will  save  more  energy  than  the  2008  Standards,  file  an  application  for  reaPDroval 
of  this  Ordinance  with  the  Califomia  Energy  Commission  together  with  documenLtation 
supporting  the  cost-effectiveness  determination,  and  receive  approval  from  the  California 
Energy  Commission  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the  2008  Standards  in  order  for  the 
Ordinance  to  remain  in  effect  after  July  1 .  2009. 

(vi)     Given  that  the  purpose  of  this  Ordinance  is  to  adopt  stncter  local  en_erqy 
efficiency  standards  for  the  construction  of  new  buildings  within  the  City  and  County  of  gan 
Francisco,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  recognizes  that  the  adoption  of  new  standards  without 
additional  education  and  training  for  City  staff  responsible  for  enforcement  of  the  standar^^ 
could  diminish  compliance  and  potentially  undermine  the  efficacy  of  the  Ordinance. 
Therefore,  in  order  to  ensure  greater  compliance  and  enforcement  of  the  applicable  gre^n 
building  standards,  to  better  eouip  the  staff  of  the  Department  of  Building  Inspection.  an<j  to 
provide  a  greater  resource  to  the  City's  building  community,  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  will  seek  out  additional  education  and  training  opportunities  for  staff  in  oreen 
building  technologies,  including  in  the  areas  of  energy  standards,  building  energy  technology 
and  energy  code  implementation. 
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Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Building  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Chapter 
1 3C,  to  read  as  follows: 

Chapter  13C 
GREEN  BUILDING  REQUIREMENTS 
SECTION  1301 C- INTENT 

The  purpose  of  this  chapter  is  to  promote  the  health,  safety  and  welfare  of  San 
Francisco  residents,  workers,  and  visitors  by  minimizing  the  use  and  waste  of  energy,  water 
and  other  natural  resources  in  the  constnjction  and  operation  of  the  City's  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco's  building  stock  and  by  providing  a  healthy  indoor  environment.  The  green 
building  practices  required  by  this  Cghapter  will  also  further  the  goal  of  reducing  the  City's 
greenhouse  gas  emissions  in  the  Citv  and  Countv  of  San  Francisco  to  20  percent  below  1990 
levels  by  the  year  2012,  as  stated  in  Board  of  Supervisors  Resolution  No.  158-02  and  the 
City's  2004  Climate  Action  Plan. 

SECTION  1302C  -  DEFINITIONS 

For  the  purposes  of  this  chapter,  certain  terms  are  defined  as  follows: 
ADEQUATE  SPACE  FOR  WASTE  means  that  areas  provided  for  tho  colloction  and 
separate  storage  of  trash,  composting,  and  commingled  recycling  shall  bo  designed  to 
accommodato  containers  compatible  with  current  methods  and  frequency  of  local  collection. 
The  recycling  and  compost  storage  areas  shall  be  enclosed  and  integral  to  the  structure  of  tho 
project  and  be  dosignod  to  be  as  accessible  and  as  convenient  as  that  for  trash  areas  for  all 
tenants,  residents,  and  service  providers,  and  must  met  or  exceed  tho  requirements  of 
Administrative  Bulletin  088. 

APPLICANT  moans  any  individual,  firm.  Limited  Liability  Company,  association, 
partnership,  political  subdivision,  government  agency,  industry,  public  or  Private  Corporation, 
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this  ordinance. 

CITY  means  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

DEIV10LITI0N  means,  where  the  existing  building  is  determined  \q  be  an  historical 
resource  under  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act,  orooosed  removal  of  sufficient 
material  from  an  existino  buildina  to  meet  the  definition  in  PlanningCjjde^Section  1005(f).  or^ 
where  the  existino  building  is  determined  not  to  be  an  historical  resource  under  the  Qaliforriig 
Environmental  Qualitv  Act,  proposed  removal  of  sufficient  material  from  an  existing  bujidjng  to 
meet  the  definition  in  Plannino  Code  Section  3M{b)(2).  whether  the  occupancy  of  the  ej)<i§tirifl 
buildina  is  residential  or  commercial. 

GREENPOINT  RATED,  GREENPOINTS  and  GREENPOINTS  CHECKLIST  mean  the 
residential  green  building  rating  system  and  checklist  and  certification  methodology  y^sed  by  of 
the  non-profit  organization  Build  It  Green  or  an  eguivalent  organization  and  rating-system 
approved  by  the  Director  in  consultation  with  the  Director  of  tho  Department  of  the 
Environment. 

HIGH-RISE  BUILDING  means  a  buildina  that  meets  the  definition  of  "high-rise  building" 
in  Section  202  of  this  Code. 

HIGH-RISE  RESIDENTIAL  BUILDING  means  a  Group  R  occupancy  residential 
building  that  is  a  hiah-rise  building  more  than  75  foot  in  height  to  the  highest  occupied  floor. 

MIXED  USE  moans  a  building  with  residential  and  commorcial  or  rotoil  or  a 
combination  of  residential,  commorcial  and  retail.  If  tho  building  is  moro  than  75  foot  in  height. 
the  HIGH  RISE  RESIDENTIAL  BUILDING  roguirements  shall  apply.  If  the  building  is  75  foot 
or  less  in  height,  the  MID  RISE  MULTIFAMILY  REQUIREMENTS  shall  apply. 
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HISTORICAL  RESOURCE  is  a  property  that  meets  the  terms  of  the  definitions  in 
Section  21084.1  of  the  CEQA  Statute  (The  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  fPublic 
Resources  Code  Section  21084.11)  and  Section  15064.5  of  the  CEQA  Guidelines,  as 
detennined  by  the  San  Francisco  Plannino  Department. 

LARGE  COMMERCIAL  BUILDING  means  a  Commercial  building  or  addition  of  Group 
B  or  M  occupancy  that  is  25,000  gross  square  feet  or  more  or  is  a  hiah-rise  building  oyer  75 
foot  in  height. 

Lr^EB  LEED®  and  LEED  LEED®  Checklist  mean  the  Leadership  in  Energy  and 
Environment  Design  rating  system,  certification  methodology,  and  checklist  used  by  ^  the 
United  States  Green  Building  Council  (USGBC). 

MAJOR  ALTERATIONS  af\4  means  alterations  to  oxisting  buildings  of  26,000  groso 
square  feet  or  more  in  area,  where  interior  finishes  are  removed  and  significant  upgrades  to 
stmctural  and  mechanical,  electrical  and/or  plumbing  systems  are  proposed  where  areas  of 
such  construction  are  25.000  gross  square  feet  or  more  in  Group  B.  M  or  R  occupancies  of 
existing  buildings. 

MID-SIZE  COMMERCIAL  BUILDING  means  a  commercial  building  of  Group  B  or  M 
occupancy  that  is  more  than  5,000  or  more  and  less  than  25,000  gross  square  feet,  and  is  not 
a  high-rise  building  (less  than  75  feet  in  height  to  the  highest  occupied  floor). 

MID-SIZE  MULTIFAMILY  RESIDENTIAL  BUILDING  means  a  Group  R  occupancy 
residential  building  that  has  five  or  more  dwelling  units  and  is  not  a  high-rise  building  (75  feet 
or  less  in  height  to  the  highest  occupied  floor). 

NEW  LARGE  COMMERCIAL  INTERIORS  means  first-time  tenant  improvements 
where  areas  of  such  construction  are  over  25.000  gross  souare  feet  or  more  in  Group  B  or  M 
occupancy  areas  of  existing  buildings. 
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RECYCLING  AND  COMPOSTING  SPACE  moans  that  areas  providod  for  the 
colloction  and  soparato  storago  of  trash  to  landfill,  matorials  for  comminglod  rocycling  and  fof 
composting  shall  bo  designed  to  accommodato  sufficient  qt:fantity  of  rocycling  and  compoGting 
containers  adequate  for  tho  building  occupants,  and  compatible  with  current  methods  aftd 
frequency  of  iooal  coilection.  All  aroas  designated  for  the  collection,  storage  af>4^ading  of 
materials  for  recycling  and  for  composting  must  be  integral  to  the  structure  oMhe  project  and 
bo  at  least  as  accessible  and  as  convenient  as  that  for  trash  areas  for  all  tenants,  residef^t&r 
and  sen/ice  providers,  and,  if  applicable,  must  meet  or  exceed  the  requirements  of 
Administrativo  Bulletin  088.  Any  building  designed  with  a  chute  system  for  trash  dispoGol 
must  provide  additional  chutes  for  composting  (which  includes  food  waste)  and  for 
commingled  recycling,  or  must  provide  alternative  installations  such  as  turntable  systems 
designed  to  keep  trash  separate  from  materials  for  recycling  and  composting. 

SMALL  RESIDENTIAL  BUILDING  means  a  Group  R  occupancy  building  that  has  four 
or  fewer  dwelling  units  and  is  not  a  high-rise  building  (loss  than  75  feet  in  height  to  tho  highest 
occupied  floor). 

SECTION  1303C- SCOPE 

Projects  in  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  that  are  within  the  scope  of  this 
chapter  are:  (1 )  newly  constructed  residential  Grouo  R  occupancy  buildings,  (2)  newly 
constructed- commercial  buildings  of  Grouo  B  or  M  occupancies  that  are  5,000  gross  square 
feet  or  more,  (3)  new  alterations  to  now  or  existing  first-time  build-outs  of  commercial  interiors 
that  are  25,000  gross  square  feet  or  more  in  afea  buildings  of  Group  B  or  M  occupancies,  and 
(4)  major  alterations  to  existing  buildings  that  are  25,000  gross  square  feet  or  more  in  aroa  in 
existing  buildings  of  Group  B.  M  or  R  occupancies,  where  interior  finishes  are  removed  and 
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significant  upgrades  to  structural  and  mechanical,  electrical  and/or  plumbing  systems  are 
proposed. 

Exempt  from  this  chapter  are  (1 )  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  projects,  which  are 
subiect  to  covorod  by  Chapter  7  of  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code,  (2)  any  new  building 
in  which  laboratory  use  of  any  occupancy  classification  is  the  primary  use,  and  (3)  any 
building  underooina  renoyation  in  which  the  area  of  renoyation  will  be  primarily  for  laboratory 
use  of  any  occupancy  classification  aro  oxompt  from  the  oroyisions  of  this  chapter. 

All  buildings  within  the  scope  of  this  chapter  must  meet  or  exceed  the  energy 
requirements  contained  in  the  2005  California  Building  Energy  Efficiency  Standards,  including 
California  Code  of  Regulations.  Title  24.  Parts  1  and  6.  or  the  version  of  those  standards  that 
is  applicable  at  the  time  a  permit  application  is  filed.  If  the  increased  minimum  energy 
efficiency  standards  specified  in  this  chapter  do  not  apply,  a  project  must  comply  with  the 
applicable  California  Building  Energy  Efficiency  Standards. 

SECTION  1304C~  GREEN  BUILDING  REQUIREMENTS 

1304.0  Applicability.  The  following  green  building  requirements  shall  apply  to  all 
projects  within  the  scope  of  this  chapter.  Wherever  reference  is  made  to  the  LEED  LEED®  or 
GreenPoint  Rated  systems,  a  comparable  equivalent  rating  system  may  be  used  if  approved 
by  the  Director  in  consultation  with  the  Diroctor  of  tho  Popartmont  of  the  Environment.  The 
applicable  L€ED  LEED®.  GreenPoint  Rated  or  equivalent  roquiromonts  aro  those  in  effect  at 
the  time  a  complete  application  for  a  building  (or  site)  permit  is  filed  with  tho  Dopartmont  of 
Building  Inspection. 

The-versions  of  performance  standards  for  any  applications  subject  to  this  chapter 
legislation,  regardless  of  application  dates,  are: 

LEED®  LEED  CI  v2.0  -  LEED®  LEED  for  Commercial  Interiors  (June  2005) 
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LEED®  LE&D-CS  v2.0  -  LEED®  tEEO  for  Core  and  Shell  (July  2006) 


>s  and  \4a4Rt^ 


4r44a-(4af 


LEED®  LEED  NC  v2.2  -  LEED®  J=€€0  for  New  Construction  (July  2007) 


Fs+eo-2^-OGtoteef 


20Q7) 


GreenPoint  Rated  (GPR)  -  GPR  v2007  (March  2007) 

Wherever  specific  LEED®  prerequisites  or  credits  are  cited,  such  references  are  to 
LEED®  -NC  v2.2.  More  recent  LEED®  and  GreenPoint  Rated  versions  mav  be  used. 
provided  the  credits  and  points  achieved  are  as  or  more  stringent  than  LEED®  -NC  v2.2^ 
GPR  V2007. 

Wherever  the  LEED®  or  GreenPoint  Rate  systems  include  a  minimum  enerav  or  other 
performance  requirement,  the  pennit  applicant  may  choose  to  meet  the  minimum 
performance  requirements  with  an  alternative  equivalent  method  approved  bv  the  Dire<;;tor. 

1304C.0.1.  Compliance.  Verification  of  cQompliance  with  any  of  t^  these 
requirements  may  be  done  verified  and/or  certified  by  any  means  manner  of  approval, 
including  third-party  equivalent,       approved  by  the  Director. 

1304C.0.2.  Solar  electric  svstems.  The  installation  of  anv  solar  photovoltaic  enerqv 
system  must  meet  all  installation  criteria  the  California  Energy  Commission's  Guidebook 
"Eligibility  Criteria  and  Conditions  for  Incentives  for  Solar  Energy  Systems."  An  energy  credit 
from  solar  photovoltaic  (PV)  enerov  svstems  mav  be  used  to  demonstrate  compliance  with  the 
Ordinance's  general  compliance  reguirements.  This  credit  is  available  if  the  solar  PV  energy 
svstem  is  capable  of  generating  electricitv  from  sunlight,  supplying  the  electricitv  directiv  to  the 
building,  and  the  system  is  connected,  through  a  reversible  meter,  to  the  utility  grid.  The 
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methodoloav  used  to  calculate  the  energy  equivalent  to  the  photovoltaic  credit  shall  be  the 
CECPV  Calculator,  using  the  most  recent  version  prior  to  the  permit  application  date,  which 
may  be  found  on  the  web  site  of  the  California  Enerav  Commission. 

1304C.Q.3.  Stormwater.  Stormwater  management  shall  meet  the  "Best  Management 
Practices"  and  "Stormwater  Design  Guidelines"  of  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities 
Commission,  and  shall  meet  or  exceed  the  applicable  LEED  SS  6.1  and  6.2  guidelines. 

1304C.0.4.  Solid  waste.  Areas  provided  for  recycling,  composting  and  trash  storage, 
collection  and  loading,  including  any  chute  systems,  must  be  designed  for  eoual  convenience 
for  all  users  to  separate  those  three  material  streams,  and  must  provide  space  to 
accommodate  a  sufficient  Quantity  and  type  of  containers  to  be  compatible  with  current 
methods  of  collection. 

1304C.0.5.  Building  demolition.  Applications  subject  to  this  Section,  whereby 
construction  of  a  new  building  is  proposed  within  five  years  of  the  demolition  of  a  building  on 
the  site,  where  such  demolition  occurred  after  the  effective  date  of  this  ordinance,  shall  be 
subiect  to  the  following  reguirements: 

1304C.0.5.1 .  The  sustainabilitv  reguirements  for  new  buildings  pursuant  to  Sections 
1304C.1.  et  seg.  shall  be  increased  as  follows: 

13Q4C.0.5.1 .1 .  For  prelects  attaining  a  LEED®  certification  and  where  the  building 
demolished  was  an  historical  resource,  the  reouired  points  shall  be  increased  bv  10  percent  of 
the  total  available  in  the  reouired  LEED®  system.  Where  the  building  demolished  was  not  an 
historical  resource,  the  reouired  points  shall  be  increased  by  10  percent  of  the  total  reouired  of 
the  applicable  LEED  certification  reguirements  absent  a  demolition.  For  projects  opting  to  be 
GreenPoint  Rated.  25  additional  points  must  be  achieved,  where  the  building  demolished  was 
an  historical  resource,  or  20  additional  points  must  be  achieved  where  the  building 
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demolished  was  not  an  historical  resource.  The  Director  shall  determine.  Qn  a  case-bv-case 
basis,  increased  requirements  in  similar  proportions  for  proiects  achieving  compliance  using 
other  oreen  building  rating  systems. 

For  oroiects  subject  to  1304C.2.1.  Mid-Size  Commercial  BuildinqSf  and  thi^  Section 
1304C.0.5.  where  the  building  demolished  was  not  an  historical  resource,  the  fpllowino 
requirements  apply: 

The  water  use  reduction  required  in  1304C.2.1 .4  shall  take  effect  on  JanuaryjL  2009, 
and  permit  applicants  must  submit  documentation  to  verify  that  a  minimum  30  percent 
reduction  in  the  use  of  potable  water  was  achieved.  (LEED®  WES^Z) 

The  enhanced  commissioning  reouired  bv  Section  1304C.2.1.6  shall  take  effect 
January  1.  2010. 

The  energy  generation  or  purchase  reouired  by  Section  1304C.2.1 .7  shqil  take  effect 
January  1.2011. 

Effective  January  1.  2012  permit  applicants  must  submit  documentation  to  verify 
achievement  of  one  additional  credit  in  accord  with  LEED®  MR3.  MR4.  MRS.  MR6.  or  MR7. 

In  addition  to  the  above,  where  the  building  demolished  was  an  historical  resource, 
effective  January  1.  2009  through  January  1.  201 1  permit  applicants  must  submit 
documentation  to  verify  achievement  of  one  additional  credit  in  accord  with  LEED®  MR3. 
MR4.  MRS.  MR6.  or  MR7.  Effective  January  1 .  2012.  two  additional  credits  in  accord  with 
LEED®  MR3.  MR4.  MRS.  MR6.  or  MR7  are  reouired. 

1304C.0.5.1.2.  Except  where  the  demolished  building  was  determined  to  be  an 
historical  resource,  if  the  occupant  loads  of  the  commercial  portion  of  the  replacement 
structure  calculated  in  accord  with  Section  1004  of  this  Code  and  the  number  of  dwellings  in 
the  residential  portion  are  each  tripled,  for  those  buildings  attaining  LEED®  certification,  the 
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required  points  shall  be  increased  bv  8  percent  of  the  total  points  required  absent  a 
demolition.  For  such  projects  pursuant  to  demolitions  opting  to  be  GreenPoint  Rated.  17 
additional  points  must  be  achieved.  Where  occupant  loads  and  residential  density  are 
quadrupled,  the  required  points  for  projects  attaining  LEED®  certification  shall  be  increased 
by  6%  of  the  total  required  absent  a  demolition,  and  for  those  opting  to  be  GreenPoint  Rated. 
15  additional  points  must  be  achieved.  The  Director  shall  determine,  on  a  case-by-case  basis. 
appropriate  Increased  reouirements  in  similar  proportions  for  projects  achieving  compliance 
using  other  green  building  rating  svstems. 

1304C.0.6.  On-site  retention  of  historical  features.  For  alterations  of  buildings 
determined  to  be  historical  resources,  additional  points  or  credits  shall  be  granted  for  retention 
and  in-situ  reuse  or  restoration  of  certain  character  defining  features,  as  follows: 
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SIGNIFICANT  HISTORICAL 
ARCHITECTURAL 

FEATURES 

PERCENT 

LEED  POINTS  FOR 

RETAINED  * 

R5IENJ1QN 

FOR  RETENTION 

Windows  (a) 
principal  fa9ade(s) 

At  least  50 

2 

7 
L 

Windows  (a) 
principal  fa9ade(s) 

At  least  75 

2 

11 

Windows  (5) 
principal  fa9ade(s) 

1  uu 

1 

12 

Other  windows 

At  least  50 

1 

3 

Other  windows 

1 00 

2 

§ 

Exterior  doors  (a). 
principal  fagade(s) 

100 

1 

2 

Sidina  or  wall  finish  (a) 
ennpipal  facade^s^ 

m 

1 

i 

Trim  &  casino  (a) 
wall  openinas  on  orincipal 
fa(?ade(s) 

IQQ 

1 

3 

Roof  cornices  or  decorgtjve 
eaves  visible  from  riaht-of-way 

-[ 

Sub-cornices,  belt  courses, 
water  tables,  and  runninq  trim 
visible  from  nqht-of-way 

m 

1 

3 

Character-defininq  elements 
of  significant  interior  spaces 

At  least  50 

2 

Z 

Character-defininq  elements 
of  significant  interior  spaces 

100 

4 

Other  exterior  omamentation 

(e.q.  cartouches,  corbels, 
auoins.  etc.l  visible  from  riaht- 
of-way 

m 

1 

*  Retention  includes  the  rehabilitation  and  repair  of  character-defining  features  that  conform 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior's  Standards  for  the  Treatment  of  Historic  Properties. 
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1304C.0.7  Maintenance  of  required  features.  Any  structure  subject  to  this  Gghapter 
4^  shall  maintain  the  green  building  features  required  herein,  regardless  of  subsequent 
alterations,  additions,  or  changes  of  use,  unless  subject  to  more  stringent  requirements. 

1304C.1 .  Requirements  for  New  Group  R  Occupancy  Buildings  Construction. 

1304C.1.1.  Small  Residential  Buildings.  Beginning  ninety  days  after  Upon  the 
operative  effective  date  of  this  chapter  ordinance,  the  pennit  applicant  must  submit  a 
GreenPoints  New  Home  Constmction  Checklist  but  no  points  are  required  to  be  achieved. 
Effective  January  l^st  2009,  applicants  for  new  buildings  must  submit  documentation 
demonstrating  that  a  minimum  of  25  GreenPoints  from  the  checklist  will  be  achieved. 
Effective  January  1,  st  2010  through  201 1.  a  new  building  must  be  GreenPoint  Rated  and 
applicants  for  new  buildings  must  submit  documentation  to  bo  GreonPoint  Rated  and  must 
achieve  demonstrating  that  a  minimum  of  50  GreenPoints  from  the  checklist  will  be  achieved. 
Effective  January  1^  st  2012,  a  new  building  must  be  Green PointRated  and  applicants  a  new 
building  must  submit  documentation  demonstrating  that  be  GreenPoint  Rated  and  must 
achieve  a  minimum  of  75  GreenPoints  from  the  checklist  will  be  achieved. 

1304C.1 .2.  Midsize  Multifamily  Residential  Buildings.  Beginning  ninety  days  aftor  Upon 
the  operative  offoctivo  date  of  this  chapter  ordinance,  the  permit  applicant^  must  submit  a 
GreenPoints  Multifamily  Checklist  but  no  points  are  required  to  be  achieved.  Effective 
January  1^  st  2009,  applicants  for  new  buildings  must  submit  documentation  demonstrating 
that  a  minimum  of  25  GreenPoints  from  the  checklist  will  be  achieved.  Effective  January  1^st 
2010,  a  new  building  must  be  GreenPoint  Rated  and  applicants  must  submit  documentation 
demonstrating  that  to  achieve  a  minimum  of  50  GreenPoints  from  the  checklist  will  be 
achieved.  Effective  January  1,  st  201 1  and  thereafter,  a  new  building  must  be  GreenPoint 
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Rated  and  applicants  must  submit  documentation  demonstrating  that  to  achieve  a  minimum  of 
75  GreenPoints  from  the  checklist  will  be  achieved. 

130-1C.1.2.1.  Rocycling  and  compostablo  wacto.  Beginning  ninety  days  after  the 
offoctivo  date  of  this  ordinance,  permit  applicants  must  submit  documentation  that  designates 

1304C.1.3.  High-Rise  Residential  Buildings. 

1304C.  1.3.1.  Rating  requirement.  Beginning  ninety  days  after  Upon  the  operative 
offoctive  date  of  this  chapter  ordinance,  permit  applicants  for  now  buildings  must  submit 
documentation  to  achieve  LEED®  LEED  "Certified"  certification  from  the  USGBC.  or  an 
approved  equivalent.  Effective  January  1^  §|  201 0  and  thoroaftor.  applicants  for  now  buildings 
must  submit  documentation  to  achieve  a  LEED®  LEED  "Silver"  certification  from  the  USGBC. 

an  approved  equivalent.  Alternativelv.  GreenPoint  Rated  50  points  minimum  mav  be 
achieved  to  meet  this  reouirement  upon  the  operative  date  of  this  ordinance,  and  GreenPojnl 
Rated  75  points  minimum  effective  January  1.  2010.  providing  all  LEED®-NC  Prerequisites 
are  also  met. 

1301C.1.3.2.  Recycling  and  compostable  wasto.  Beginning  ninety  days  after  the 
effective  dato  of  this  ordinance,  pormit  applicants  must  submit  documontation  that  designates 
adoquato  on-site  space  for  recycling  and  compostable  waste  in  addition  to  adoquato  on  site 
space  for  trash,  as  defined  in  1302C. 

1304C. 1.3.23.  Water  efficient  landscaping.  Beginning  ninety  days  after  Upon  the 
operative  effective  date  of  this  chapter  ordinance,  permit  applicants  must  submit 
documentation  verifvino  that  to  achiovo  a  minimum  50  percent  reduction  in  use  of  potable 
water  for  landscaping  was  achieved.  (LEE^  LEED  WE1.1) 
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1 304C.  1 .3^4.  Water  use  reduction.  Beginning  ninety  days  after  Upon  tlie  operative 
offoctive  date  of  tliis  cliapter  ordinanco,  permit  applicants  must  submit  documentation 
demonstrating  achievement  of  to  acliieve  a  minimum  20  percent  reduction  in  the  use  of 
potable  water.  (LEEQltEED  WE3.42)  Effective  January  1^st-2011  and  thoroaftor,  the 
required  reduction  in  use  of  water  is  30  percent.  (LEED®  LEED  WE3.4-2) 

1304C.1.3.4§.  Construction  debris  management.  Beginning  ninety  days  aftor  tho 
offoctive  date  of  this  ordinance  Effective  Januarv  1 .  2009.  permit  applicants  must  submit 
documentation  to  verify  that  diversion  of  at  least  75  percent  of  ife  the  proiect's  construction 
debris  WM  has  boon  achieved.  (LEED®  LEED  l\/IR2,2) 

1 30'1C.1 .3.6  Stormwater  management.  Beginning  90  days  aftor  tho  offoctive  dato  of 
this  ordinance,  permit  applicants  must  submit  documentation  demonstrating  achievoment  of 
tho  required  stormwater  management  performance  measures  for  buildings  within  thoso  areas 
Gorvod  by  separate  or  combined  sewers.  These  provisions  are  for  stormwator  quantity  and 
quality  are  designed  to  moot  or  oxcood  the  requirements  of  LEED  SS6.1  and  SS6.2. 

Tho  performance  measures  for  developments  within  the  area  served  by  soporato 
sewers  require  the  capture  and  treatment  of: 

3tr-  The  86th  percentile  2^1 -hour  event,  determined  as  the  maximized  capture  of 

stormwater  volume  for  tho  drainage  area  of  concern;  or 

b-. —  Tho  volume  of  annual  mnoff  based  on  a  unit  basin  storage  water  quality 

volume,  to  achiovo  80  percent  or  more  volume  treatment. 

The  performance  measures  for  developments  in  the  combined  sewer  areas  require: 

dh  the  capture  or  detention  of  80  percent  or  more  of  the  annual  mnoff  volume, 

based  on  a  unit  basin  storage  volume; 

b:  a  minimum  of  25  percent  of  the  surface  of  the  setback  to  bo  pervious;  and 
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Complianco  with  tho  performance 


can  bo  achiovod  by  implomonting  the 


stormwator  managoment  design  standards  describod  by  tho  Port  and  the  SFPUC  in  "Tho  San 
Francisco  Stormwater  Design  Guidolines". 

1304C.2.  Requirennents  for  New  Group  B  and  M  Occupancy  Buildings.  CommofCfat 
Construction 

1304C.2.1.  Mid-Size  Commercial  Buildings. 

1304C.2.1.1.  Rating  requirement.  Beginning  January  1,  2009  Up^n  the  operative  date 
of  this  chapter,  permit  applicants  must  complete  and  submit  a  LEED®  LEED  Checklist  but  no 
points  are  required  to  be  achieved.  Effective  January  1st  2009,  a  soloct  list  of  five  LEED 
crodits  must  be  achiovod,  increasing  to  six  credits  January  1st  201 1  and  seven  crodits 
January  1st  2012. 

130^C.2.1.2.  Recycling  and  compostablo  waste  Beginning  ninety  days  after  tho 
effective  date  of  this  ordinance,  ponnit  applicants  must  submit  documentation  that  dosignatos 
adequate  on-site  space  for  trash,  rocyclablos  and  compostablo  wasto,  as  defined  in  1302C. 

1304C.2.1.2.  Fundamental  commissioning  of  the  building  energy  systenr^s.  Effective 
Januarv  1.  2009.  permit  applicants  must  submit  documentation  prepared  bv  a  Commissioning 
Agent  demonstrating  compliance  with  LEED®  EA  Prereq  1 . 

1304C. 2. 1.3.  Water  efficient  landscaping.  Beginning  Effective  January  1,  2009.  permit 
applicants  must  submit  documentation  verifying  that  demonstrating  achiovomont  of  a 
minimum  50  percent  reduction  in  use  of  potable  water  for  landscaping  was  achieved.  (LEED® 
tEEDWEI.1) 

1304C.2.1.4.  Water  use  reduction.  Beginning  Effective  January  1 ,  2009,  and  effective 
through  2010,  permit  applicants  must  submit  documentation  to  demonstrating  achievement  of 
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a  minimum  20  percent  reduction  in  tlie  use  of  potable  water.  (LEED®  LEED  WE3.1 ) 
Effective  January  1^  st  201 1  and  tlieroafter,  the  required  reduction  in  use  of  water  is  30 
percent.  (LEED®  WE3.42) 

1304C.2.1.5.  Construction  debris  management.  Effective  January  1,  §i  2009  ar\4 
thoroafter,  permit  applicants  must  submit  documented  verification  documentation  to  verify  that 
diversion  of  at  least  75  percent  of  it^  the  proiect's  construction  debris  was  achieved.  (LEED® 
L€ED  MR2.42) 

1304C.2.1.6.  Enhanced  commissioning.  Effective  January  1^8*2011  and  thereafter,  a 
new  building  must  achieve  enhanced  commissioning.  (LEED®  LEED  EA3.0) 

130dC.2.1 .7.  Stormwater  management.  Beginning  ninety  days  after  the  offoctive  dato 
of  this  ordinance,  permit  applicants  must  submit  documentation  domonstrating  achievement  of 
the  required  stormwater  management  performance  measures  for  buildings  within  those  areas 
served  by  separate  or  combined  sowers.  Those  provisions  are  for  stormwater  quantity  and 
quality  and  are  designed  to  meet  or  excoed  tho  requirements  of  LEED  SS6.1  and  SS6.2. 

 The  performance  measures  for  dovolopmonts  within  tho  area  served  by  separate 

sewers  require  the  capture  and  treatment  of: 

B-.  Tho  85th  percentile  2^  hour  event,  determined  as  the  maximized  capture  of 

stormwater  volume  for  the  drainage  area  of  concern;  or 

b-. — =  The  volume  of  annual  runoff  based  on  a  unit  basin  storage  water  quality 

volume,  to  achieve  80  percent  or  more  volume  treatment. 

The  perfonmance  measures  for  developments  in  the  combined  sewer  areas  roquiro: 

a-.  tho  capture  or  detention  of  80  percent  or  more  of  tho  annual  runoff  volume, 

based  on  a  unit  basin  storage  volume; 

b.  a  minimum  of  25  percent  of  the  surface  setback  to  bo  pervious;  and 
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stormwatorto  be  reused  on  sito  to  the  exteRMoasiblo, 


thieved  by  irnpl< 


Francisco  Stormwator  Design  Guidelines." 

1304C.2.1.Z8.  Energy.  Effective  January  1,  st  2012,  permit  applicants  must  submit 
documentation  to  verify  renewable  on-site  energy  or  purchase  green  energy  credits  under 
accord  with  LEED®  4=EE©  EA2  gL-af>d-EA6. 

1304C.2.2.  New  Large  Commercial  Buildings. 

1304C.2.2.1.  Rating  requirement.  Beginning  ninety  days  after  Upon  the  operative 
effective  date  of  this  chapter  ordinance,  permit  applicants  must  submit  documentation  to 
achieve  LEED®  tEED  "Certified"  Certification.  Effective  January  1 ,  st  2009,  2010  and  2044^ 
a  new  building  permit  applicants  must  submit  documentation  to  achieve  a  LEED®  LEED 
Silver  rating.  Effective  January  1iSt2012,  a  now  building  permit  applicants  must  submit 
documentation  to  achieve  a  LEED®  LEED  Gold  rating. 

130^C.2.2.2.  Recycling  and  compostablo  waste.  Effoctivo  January  1st  2009  and 
thoroaftor,  a  permit  applicant  must  submit  documentation  designating  adequate  on  site  space 
for  compostablo  and  recycling  waste,  in  addition  to  trash. 

1 304C.2.2.23.  Water  efficient  landscaping.  Effective  90  days  after  passago-artd 
thereafter  Upon  the  operative  date  of  this  chapter,  permit  applicants  must  submit 
documentation  verifying  that  a  minimum  50  percent  reduction  in  use  of  potable  water  for 
landscaping  was  achieved.  (LEED®  LEED  WEI.I) 

1304C.2.2.24.  Water  use  reduction.  Beginning  ninety  days  after  the  effective  date  of 
this  ordinance  Upon  the  operative  date  of  this  chapter,  permit  applicants  must  submit 
documentation  verifying  that  demonstrating  achievement  of  a  minimum  20  percent  reduction 
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in  the  use  of  potable  water  was  achieved.  (LEED®  LEED  WE3.42^  Effective  January  l^st 
201 1  and  thoroafter,  the  required  reduction  in  use  of  potable  water  is  30  percent.  (LEED® 
LEEOWE3.1) 

1304C.2.2.4S.  Construction  debris  management.  Beginning  ninety  days  aftor  yjggn  the 
operative  effective  date  of  this  chapter  ordinance,  permit  applicants  must  submit 
documentation  to  verify  thil  diversion  of  at  least  75  percent  of     the  project's  construction 
debris  was  achieved.  (LEED®  t^EO  MR2.42) 

1304C.2.2.56.  Enhanced  commissioning.  Effective  January  1^st  2010  and  thereafter, 
a  new  building  must  submit  documentation  to  achieve  enhanced  commissioning.  (LEED® 
l=EEO  EA3.0) 

130'1C.2.2.7.  Stormwater  management.  Beginning  90  days  aftor  the  effoctivo  dato  of 
this  ordinance,  permit  applicants  must  submit  documentation  demonstrating  achievement  of 
the  required  stormwater  management  performance  measures  for  buildings  within  those  areas 
served  by  separate  or  combined  sewers.  These  provisions  are  for  stormwater  quantity  and 
quality  are  designed  to  meet  or  exceed  the  requirements  of  LEED  SS6.1  and  SS6.2. 

The  performance  measures  required  for  developments  within  the  areas  served  by 
separate  sowers  include  the  capture  and  treatment  of: 

a-.  The  85th  porcontile  2^-hour  event,  determined  as  the  maximized  capture  of 


volume,  to  achieve  80  percent  or  more  volume  treatment. 
The  performance  measures  required  for  developments  in  the  combined  sewer  areas 
shall  capture  or  detain  80  percent  or  more  of  the  annual  runoff  volume  based  on  a  unit  basin 


stormwater  volume,  for  the  drainage  area  of  concern; 


The  volume  of  annual  runoff  based  on  a  unit  basin  storage  water  quality 
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Sh  a  25  percent  reduction  of  tho  sito  runoff  coofficiont  for  wate^^uatlty;  a^d 

 tho  capture  of  80  percent  or  more  of  tho  annual  runoff  volun^  based-ofva-uort 

basin  storage  volume. 

Further  information  on  requirements  of  design  and  innplomentation  of  stormwator 
porformance  measures  is  included  in  "The  San  Francisco  Stormwater  Design  Guidelines. ' 

1304C.2.2.68.  Energy.  Effective  January  1,  st  2012,  a  new  building  permit  applicants 
must  submit  documentation  to  verify  achievement  g|  renewable  on-site  energy  or  purchase 
green  energy  credits  in  accord  with  LEED®  LEED  EA2  aff^-gr  EA6. 

1304C.3.  New  Large  Commercial  Interiors  and  Major  Alterations  to  Existing  Buildings. 

1304C. 3. 2.1.  Rating  requirement.  Beginning  ninety  days  after  the  effective  date  of  thio 
ordinance  Upon  the  operative  date  of  this  chapter,  permit  applicants  for  such  construction 
alterations  to  existing  Largo  Commercial  Buildings  of  25,000  gross  square  feet  or  more  or 
where  interior  finishes  are  removed  and  significant  upgrades  to  structural  and  mechanical. 
oloctrical  and  plumbing  systems  are  proposed,  must  submit  documentation  to  achieve  L^^p® 
LEED  "Certified"  Certification.  Effective  January  1,  st  2009,  2010,  and  201-1.  the  alterations 
applicants  must  submit  documentation  to  achieve  a  LEED®  LEED  Silver  rating.  Effective 
January  1^st  2012,  the  alterations  applicants  must  submit  documentation  to  achieve  a 
LEED®  LEED  Gold  rating. 

1304C.3.2.2.  Use  of  low-emitting  materials.  Beginning  ninety  days  after  Upon  the 
operative  effective  date  of  this  chapter  ordinance,  permit  applicants  for  alterations  as 
described  in  subject  to  this  subsection  130'IC. 3.2.1  must  submit  documentation  to  verify  the 
use  of  low-emitting  materials  under  LEED^tE^  EQ4.1.  4.2,  and  4.3. 
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1305C  -  Implementation.  Rules  and  regulations  regarding  the  implementation  of  this 
chapter  shall  be  detailed  in  an  Administrative  Bulletin  to  be  prepared  and  issued  bv  the 
Department  of  Building  Inspection. 

1306C  -  Hardship  or  Infeasibilitv  Exemption 

1306C.1 .  Exemption.  If  a  permit  applicant  for  a  project  believes  that  circumstances 
exist  that  make  it  a  hardship  or  infeasible  to  meet  fullv  the  reouirements  of  this  chapter,  the 
applicant  may  appiv  to  the  Director  for  an  exemption  as  set  forth  below.  In  appivino  for  an 
exemption,  the  burden  is  on  the  permit  applicant  to  demonstrate  hardship  or  infeasibilitv. 

1306C.2.  Application.  A  permit  applicant  seeking  an  exemption  shall  submit  the 
following  information  in  support  of  the  application: 

1 .  the  maximum  number  of  credits  or  other  compliance  that  the  permit  applicant 
believes  is  practical  or  feasible 

2.  the  circumstances  that  the  permit  applicant  believes  make  it  a  hardship  or 
infeasible  to  comolv  fullv  with  this  chapter.  Such  circumstances  mav  include,  but  are  not 
limited  to.  availabilitv  of  markets  for  materials  to  be  recvcled.  availability  of  green  building 
materials  and  technologies,  and  compatibility  of  green  building  reouirements  with  other 
regulations. 

1306C.3.  Granting  an  Exemption.  If  the  Director  determines  that  it  is  a  hardship  or 
infeasible  for  the  applicant  to  meet  fullv  the  reouirements  of  this  chapter  based  on  the 
information  submitted  with  the  application  for  an  exemption,  the  Director  shall  determine  the 
maximum  feasible  number  of  credits  or  other  compliance  reasonably  achievable  for  the 
project  and  shall  indicate  this  on  the  documentation  submitted  bv  the  permit  applicant.  If  an 
exemption  is  granted,  the  permit  applicant  must  achieve  the  number  of  credits  or  compliance 
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the  Director  determines  to  be  achievable  and  shall  comply  with  this  chapter  In  all  other 
respects. 

1306C.4.  Exemption  for  Historic  Structure.  The  Director  shall  grant  an  exemption  for 
an  historic  structure  if  the  Director  determines  that  compliance  with  certain  requirements 
would  impair  the  structure's  historic  inteoritv.  The  historic  structure  shall  comply  with  this 
chapter  in  all  other  respects. 

1306C.5.  Denial  of  Exemption.  If  the  Director  determines  that  it  is  possibly  f9r  the 
application  to  meet  fully  the  requirements  of  this  chapter,  the  Director  shall  notify  the  permit 
applicant  in  writing.  The  permit  applicant  must  then  submit  all  documentation  xeguired  by 
Section  1304C.  If  the  applicant  does  not  submit  the  documentation  within  the  time  period 
required  by  Section  106A.3.7.  or  the  documentation  does  not  comply  with  the  req^jfements  pf 
Section  1304C.  the  Director  shall  disapproye  the  building  permit. 

1307C  -  Appeal.  Determinations  of  the  Director  related  to  this  chapter  are  appealable 
to  the  Building  Inspection  Commission  pursuant  to  the  procedure  set  forth  in  Chapter  77  of  the 
San  Francisco  Administrative  Code.  Denial  of  a  building  permit  is  appealable  to  the  Board  of 
Appeals  pursuant  to  the  procedure  set  forth  in  Section  8  et  seq.  of  the  San  Francisco 
Business  and  Tax  Regulations  Code. 

1308C.  Enforcement.  The  applicant's  failure  to  build  a  proiect  in  accordance  with 
approved  construction  documents  and  plans  shall  be  subiect  to  the  procedures  qoverninq 
abatement  of  unsafe  structures  set  forth  in  Section  102A  of  this  Code.  In  addition,  the  Director 
may  require  other  reasonable  green  building  measures  to  mitigate  the  failure  to  comply  fully 
with  this  chapter. 

1309C.  Conflict  With  Other  Provisions  of  This  or  Other  Codes.  In  the  event  that  the 
requirements  of  this  chapter  conflict  with  other  provisions  of  this  Code  or  the  other  codes 
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enforced  by  the  Department  of  Building  Inspection,  the  requirements  of  this  chapter  shall 
apply  and  the  more  restrictive  building  design  standards  of  this  or  the  other  codes  shall 


131  PC.  Operative  Date.  This  ordinance  shall  become  operative  90  davs  after  it  is 
adopted  bv  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  signed  bv  the  Mavor.  If.  however,  the  California 
Enercv  Commission  has  not  approved  the  legislation  bv  that  time,  this  ordinance  shall  not 
become  operative  until  the  Enerov  Commission  has  approved  it- 
Section  3.  The  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  is  herebv  directed  to  forward  this 
ordinance  to  the  California  Building  Standards  Commission  upon  final  passage. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  f]  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


prevail. 


VjDeputy  City  Attorney 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


City  Hall 
I  Dr  C«rhon  B  Goodko  Place 
San  Franc  uco.  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


080063 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code  by  adding  Chapter  13C  to  impose  green 
building  requirements  on  (1)  newly  constructed  Group  R  occupancy  residential  buildings,  (2)  newly 
constructed  commercial  buildings  of  Group  B  or  M  occupancies  thiat  are  5,000  gross  square  feet  or 
more,  (3)  existing  first-time  build-outs  of  commercial  interiors  that  are  25,000  gross  square  feet  or 
more  in  area  buildings  of  Group  B  or  M  occupancies,  and  (4)  major  alterations  that  are  25,000  gross 
square  feet  or  more  in  existing  buildings  of  Group  B,  M,  or  R  occupancies,  v^here  interior  finishes  are 
removed  and  significant  upgrades  to  structural  and  mechanical,  electrical  and/or  plumbing  systems 
are  proposed;  exempting  (1)  City  projects,  which  are  subject  to  Chapter  7  of  the  San  Francisco 
Environment  Code,  (2)  any  new  building  in  which  laboratory  use  of  any  occupancy  classification  is  the 
primary  use,  and  (3)  any  building  undergoing  renovation  in  which  the  area  of  renovation  v/ill  be 
primarily  for  laboratory  use  of  any  occupancy  classification,  and  to  authorize  the  Director  of  Building 
Inspection  to  grant  an  exemption  from  some  of  the  requirements  on  the  grounds  of  hardship  or 
infeasibility  and  require  the  Director  to  grant  an  exemption  if  compliance  would  compromise  the 
historical  integrity  of  an  historic  structure;  imposing  additional  requirements  on  demolitions  and  credits 
for  the  reuse  of  historic  structures;  providing  that  the  requirements  become  operative  90  days  after 
adoption  if  the  California  Energy  Commission  has  approved  it  by  that  time;  adopting  findings,  including 
environmental  findings,  and  findings  required  by  California  Health  and  Safety  Code  Section  17958  5. 
and  California  Energy  Code  findings;  and  directing  the  Cleri<  of  the  Board  of  Supen/isors  to  fon^'ard 
this  ordinance  to  the  California  Building  Standards  Commission  upon  final  passage. 


July  22, 2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  AMENDED,  AN  AMENDMENT  OF  THE  WHOLE 
BEARING  NEW  TITLE 


Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


July  22,  2008 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING  AS  AMENDED 
Ayes;  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


July  29,  2008 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
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File  No.  080063  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  29,  2008  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 
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FILE  NO.  080801 


ORDINANCE  NO,  i 


[Memorandum  of  Understanding.] 

Ordinance  adopting  and  implementing  Amendment  #1  to  the  2007-201 1  Memorandum 
of  Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  San  Francisco 
Fire  Fighters  Union,  Local  798,  lAFF,  AFL-CIO  (Unit  2)  by  implementing  specified  terms 
and  conditions  of  employment  for  fiscal  years  2008-2009,  2009-2010  and  2010-2011. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  adopts  and  implements  Amendment  #1 
amending  the  2007-201 1  Memorandum  of  Understanding  betv/een  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  and  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Fighters  Union,  Local  798.  lAFF,  AFL-CIO  (Unit  2) 
by  implementing  specified  terms  and  conditions  of  employment  for  fiscal  years  2008-2009, 
2009-2010  and  2010-2011. 

Amendment  #1  to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  so  implemented  is  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  Board  File  No.  ososoi 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 
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File  Number:       080801  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  adopting  and  Implementing  Amendment  #1  to  the  2007-2011  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Fighters 
Union,  Local  798,  lAFF,  AFL-CIO  (Unit  2)  by  implementing  specified  terms  and  conditions  of 
employment  for  fiscal  years  2008-2009,  2009-2010  and  2010-201 1 . 


July  8,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 

Ayes:  9  -  Alioto-Pier,  Daly,  Dufly,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi, 
Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  2  -  Ammiano,  Chu 

July  22, 2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Chu 

July  29, 2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufly,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Chu 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


J 


Printed  at  S:05  AM  on  7/30m 


File  No.  080801  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  29,  2008  by 
the  Board  of  Superv  isors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 
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FILE  NO.  080800 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Memorandum  of  Understanding.] 

Ordinance  adopting  and  implementing  Amendment  #1  to  the  2007-2011  Memorandum 
of  Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  San  Francisco 
Fire  Fighters  Union,  Local  798,  lAFF,  AFL-CIO  (Unit  1)  by  implementing  specified  terms 
and  conditions  of  employment  for  fiscal  years  2008-2009,  2009-201 0  and  201 0-201 1 . 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  adopts  and  implements  Amendment  #1 
amending  the  2007-201 1  Memorandum  of  Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  and  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Fighters  Union,  Local  798,  lAFF,  AFL-CIO  (Unit  1) 
by  implementing  specified  terms  and  conditions  of  employment  for  fiscal  years  2008-2009. 
2009-2010  and  2010-2011. 

Amendment  #1  to  the  Memorandum  of  Understanding  so  implemented  is  on  file  in  the 
office  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  Board  File  No.  O8O8OO 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attomey 
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File  Number:       080800  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  adopting  and  implementing  Amendment  #1  to  the  2007-201 1  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the  San  Francisco  Fire  Fighters 
Union,  Local  798,  lAFF,  AFL-CIO  (Unit  1)  by  implementing  specified  terms  and  conditions  of 
employment  for  fiscal  years  2008-2009,  2009-2010  and  2010-201 1. 


July  8,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  CONTINUED 

Ayes:  9  -  Alioto-Pier,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi, 
Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  2  -  Ammiano,  Chu 

July  22, 2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  DufLy,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Chu 

July  29, 2008  Board  of  Supervisors  — FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick, 
Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Excused:  1  -  Chu 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Printed  at  8:05  AM  on  7/30/06 


File  No.  080800  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  July  29,  2008  by 
the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Angela  Calyillo 
Clerk  of  the  poard 
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FILE  NO. 


081011 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


I33M. 


RO#08032 
SA#32 


[Appropriating  $498,145  of  FY  2007-2008  General  Fund  Reserve  to  the  Mayor's  Office  of 
Criminal  Justice  for  the  Community  Justice  Center  for  FY  2008-2009] 

Ordinance  appropriating  $498,145  of  Fiscal  Year  2007-2008  General  Fund  Reserve  to 
the  Mayor's  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  to  fund  a  Community  Justice  Center  in  Fiscal 
Year  2008-2009. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  sources  of  funding  outlined  below  are  herein  appropriated  to  reflect  the 
funding  available  for  Fiscal  Year  2008-2009. 

SOURCES  Appropriation 

Fund  Index  Code/  Subobject  Description  Amount 


Project  and  Grant 


1G  AGFAAA-GF- 


*C0N1GAGFAAA 


098GR 


General  Fund 


S498.145 


Non-Project- 


Reserve 


Controlled 


Total  SOURCES  Appropriation 


$498,145 
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Section  2.  The  uses  of  funding  outlined  below  are  herein  appropriated  in  Subobject  06P00, 
Programmatic  Projects  -  Budget,  and  reflect  the  projected  uses  of  funding  to  support  a 
Community  Justice  Center  in  the  Major's  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  for  Fiscal  Year  2008-2009. 


USES  Appropriation 


Fund 


1G  AGF  ACP  - 
GF-Continuing 
Project 

Total  USES  Appropriation 


Index  Code  / 
Project  Code 

250995 
PSSCCP 


Subobject 


Description 


06P00  Programmatic  Community  Justice  Center  $498,145 
Projects  -  Budget  Project 


$498,145 


Section  3.  The  Controller  and  the  Director  of  Human  Resources  are  hereby  authorized  to 
transfer  funding  to  the  necessary  accounts,  including  the  establishment  of  positions,  to 
implement  the  Community  Justice  Center  Project  in  Fiscal  Year  2008-2009. 

FUNDS  AVAIlJ^BLE 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM:  BEN  ROSENFIELD 

DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney  Controller 


Deputy  City  Attorney  Date:  07/1 6/2008 


Supervisor  McGoldrick 
Board  of  Supervisors 
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File  Number:       081011  Date  Passed: 

Ordinance  appropriating  $498,145  of  Fiscal  Year  2007-2008  General  Fund  Reserve  to  the  Mayor  s 
Office  of  Criminal  Justice  to  fund  a  Community  Justice  Center  in  Fiscal  Year  2008-2009. 


July  22, 2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  7  -  Alioto-Pier,  Chu,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick,  Peskin 
Noes:  3  -  Ammiano,  Daly,  Mirkarimi 
Excused:  1  -  Sandoval 

July  29,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  7  -  Alioto-Pier,  Chu,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell,  McGoldrick,  Peskin 
Noes:  3  -  Ammiano,  Daly,  Mirkarimi 
Excused:  1  -  Sandoval 
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FILE  NO.  080887  ORDINANCE  NO. 


[SFPD  MOU  for  Loan  of  FBI  Vehicles.] 

Ordinance  approving  a  memorandum  of  understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of 

San  Francisco  and  tlie  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigations  (FBI)  for  the  loan  of  two 

Chevrolet  Suburban  vehicles  from  the  FBI  for  use  in  San  Francisco  Police  Department 

Tactical  Company,  and  waiving  the  indemnification  requirements  of  the  San  Francisco 

Administrative  Code  Chapter  section  4.18  for  this  agreement,  and  approving  the  City 

indemnifying  and  holding  the  FBI  harmless  against  claims  arising  from  the  activities  of 

the  City  under  the  MOU. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman', 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  New  Ronmn. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  FINDINGS.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  finds  and  declares  that: 

(1)  The  San  Francisco  Police  Department  Tactical  Company/Special  Operations  Group 
(TC/SOG)  does  not  currently  possess  vehicles  capable  of  towing  their  equipment  for  use  in 
response  to  a  WMD  occurrence. 

(2)  For  the  TC/SOG  to  respond  promptly  to  WMD  threats,  the  TC/SOG  must  be  able  to 
effectively  transport  the  necessary  equipment. 

(3)  The  FBI  has  offered  to  loan  two  Chevrolet  Suburban  vehicles  to  the  SFPD  at  no 
cost  to  the  City  other  than  routine  maintenance  and/or  compensation  for  any  non-routine 
damage  to  the  vehicles,  and  the  parties  intend  to  memorialize  the  terms  of  their  agreement  in 
a  Memorandum  of  Understanding  (MOU). 

(4)  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  section  4.18  requires  the  City  to  obtain  from 
lenders  of  property  an  indemnification  agreement  for  the  use  of  that  property. 

MayorNewsom  DOCUMENTS  DEPT 

BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS  Page  1 

SEP  1  7  2008 

n:\pubpro\as2008\0800615\00490997.doc 

SAN  FRANCISCO 
PUBLIC  LIBRARV 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


(5)  The  FBI  will  not  agree  to  indemnify  the  City  for  damage  to  its  vehicles  while  in  the 
possession  or  control  of  the  SFPD  or  the  City. 

(6)  The  FBI  requires  indemnification  by  the  City  for  damage  to  its  vehicles  while  in  the 
possession  or  control  of  the  SFPD  or  the  City. 

Section  2.  The  Chief  of  Police  is  hereby  authorized  to  execute  the  MOD  with  the  FBI. 
Copies  of  the  MOU  are  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No. 


Section  3.  WAIVER.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  it  is  reasonable  and  in  the 
public  interest  to  grant  the  waiver  and  other  terms  specified  in  the  MOU,  and  hereby  waives 
the  indemnification  requirements  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Chapter  section 
4.18  for  this  MOU. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attomey 
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City  Hall 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


080887 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  approving  a  memorandunn  of  understanding  between  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
and  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigations  (FBI)  for  the  loan  of  two  Chevrolet  Suburban  vehicles  from 
the  FBI  for  use  in  San  Francisco  Police  Department  Tactical  Company,  and  waiving  the 
indemnification  requirements  of  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Chapter  section  4.18  for  this 
agreement,  and  approving  the  City  indemnifying  and  holding  the  FBI  harmless  against  claims  arising 
from  the  activities  of  the  City  under  the  MOU. 


July  22,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Duft>',  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  29, 2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Duft>',  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
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PriJited  at  S:05  AM  on  -/30m 
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Amendment  of  the  Whole 
7/14/08 


FILE  NO.  080407 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Subdivision  Code  -  definition  of  conversion.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Subdivision  Code  Section  1308  to  modify  the 
definition  of  conversion  to  include  specified  air  space  subdivisions  of  existing 
residential  structures;  and  making  environmental  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Subdivision  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 

Section  1308,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  1308.  SUBDIVISIONS. 

(a)  "Common  areas"  shall  mean  an  entire  project  excepting  all  units  therein  granted  or 
reserved. 

(b)  "Community  Apartments"  shall  mean  an  estate  in  real  property  consisting  of  an 
undivided  interest  in  common  in  a  parcel  of  real  property  and  the  improvements  thereon 
coupled  with  the  right  of  exclusive  occupancy  of  any  apartment  located  therein. 

(c)  "Condominium"  shall  mean  an  estate  in  real  property  consisting  of  an  undivided 
interest  in  common  in  a  portion  of  a  parcel  of  real  property  together  with  a  separate  interest  in 
space  in  a  residential,  industrial,  or  commercial  building  on  such  real  property,  such  as  an 
apartment,  office,  or  store.  A  Condominium  may  include  in  addition  a  separate  interest  in 
other  portions  of  such  real  property.  Such  estate  may.  with  respect  to  the  duration  of  its 
enjoyment,  be  either  (1)  an  estate  of  inheritance  or  perpetual  estate,  (2)  an  estate  for  life,  or 
(3)  and  estate  for  years,  such  as  a  leasehold  or  subleasehold.  This  definition  is  intended  to 
conform  to  Section  783  of  the  Califomia  Civil  Code  and  any  other  section  of  Califomia  lav/. 


Note: 


Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 
Deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  u n d e rj i n e d . 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal. 
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(d)  "Conversion"  shall  mean  a  subdivision  which  changes  the  type  of  ownership  of 
real  property  to  that  defined  as  a  Condominium  project,  Community  Apartment  project  or 
Stock  Cooperative  and  in  which  two  or  more  condominiums,  community  apartments  or  units  in 
a  stock  cooperative  are  newly  created  wholly  or  in  substantial  part  within  an  existing  residential 
structure  or  structures,  regardless  of  the  present  or  prior  use  of  such  structures  and  of 
whether  substantial  improvements  have  been  made  to  such  structures.  A  conversion  also  shall 
include  a  subdivision  that:  (1)  is  created  wholly  or  in  substantial  part  within  an  existing  residential 
structure  or  structures,  regardless  of  the  present  or  prior  use  of  such  structures  and  of  whether 
substantial  improvements  have  been  made  to  such  structures  and  (2)  divides  one  or  more  of  the  existing 
residential  dwelling  units  into  separate  lots,  OF  parcels,  or  units. 

(e)  "Project"  shall  mean  the  entire  parcel  or  real  property  divided  or  to  be  divided  in 
any  of  the  methods  defined  as  a  subdivision. 

(f)  "Stock  Cooperative"  shall  mean  a  corporation  formed  or  availed  of  primarily  for  the 
purpose  of  holding  title  to,  either  in  fee  simple  orfor  a  term  of  years,  improved  real  property,  if 
all  or  substantially  all  of  the  shareholders  of  such  corporation  receive  a  right  of  exclusive 
occupancy  in  a  portion  of  the  real  property,  title  to  which  is  held  by  the  corporation,  which  right 
of  occupancy  is  transferable  only  concurrently  with  the  transfer  of  the  share  or  shares  of  stock 
in  the  corporation  held  by  the  person  having  such  right  of  occupancy. 

(g)  "Subdivider"  shall  mean  a  person,  firm,  corporation,  partnership  or  association 
who  proposes  to  divide,  divides  or  causes  to  be  divided  real  property  into  a  subdivision  for 
himself  or  for  others.  City  agencies,  including  the  San  Francisco  Redevelopment  Agency,  are 
exempted  from  this  definition. 

(h)  "Subdivision"  shall  mean  the  division  of  any  improved  or  unimproved  land,  shown 
on  the  latest  equalized  County  assessment  roll  as  a  unit  or  as  contiguous  units,  for  the 
purpose  of  sale,  lease  or  financing,  whether  immediate  or  future.  Property  shall  be  considered 
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as  contiguous  units  even  if  it  is  separated  by  roads,  streets,  utility  easements  or  railroad 
rights-of-way.  Tliis  definition  shall  specifically  but  not  exclusively  include  Condominiums. 
Community  Apartments,  Steele  Cooperatives  and  Conversions. 

(i)  "Unit"  shall  mean  the  elements  of  a  project  which  are  to  be  owned  individually  and 
not  in  common  with  the  owners  of  other  elements  of  the  project. 

0)  'Tenant"  shall  mean  a  person  or  persons  entitled  under  a  lease,  rental  agreement 
or  other  agreement  with  the  owner  of  record  of  the  property  or  his  or  her  agent  to  occupy  a 
dwelling  unit.  A  "tenant"  can  be  an  owner  or  a  shareholder  of  the  owner  of  record  who  resides 
in  the  property.  For  purposes  of  this  definition,  "Tenant"  shall  mean  "Subtenant"  as  defined  in 
Section  1308(k)  where  the  subtenant  occupies  and  resides  in  the  unit  in  agreement  with  and 
to  the  exclusion  of  the  tenant  and  with  the  consent  of  the  owner. 

(k)  "Subtenant"  shall  mean  a  person  or  persons  whose  rights  to  occupy  a  dwelling  are 
derived  from  the  tenant  rather  than  from  the  property  owner  or  his  or  her  agent. 

(I)  "Low-Income  Housing  Stock"  shall  mean  those  rental  dwelling  units  in  buildings 
being  proposed  for  conversion  for  which  the  rent,  at  the  time  the  application  for  conversion  is 
filed,  does  not  exceed  25  percent  of  the  gross  monthly  income  of  a  low-income  household  as 
defined  in  Section  1309(e).  For  purposes  of  applying  this  Section  and  Section  1309(e),  a 
studio  apartment  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  one-person  household,  a  one-bedroom  apartment 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  two-person  household,  a  two-bedroom  apartment  shall  be  deemed  to 
be  a  three-person  household,  and  a  three-bedroom  apartment  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  four- 
person  household. 

(m)  "Moderate-Income  Housing  Stock"  shall  mean  those  rental  dwelling  units  in 
buildings  being  proposed  for  condominium  conversion,  the  rental  for  which  at  the  time  of  filing 
the  application  for  conversion  exceeds  the  amount  which  would  cause  the  unit  to  be  defined 
as  low-income  housing  stock  pursuant  to  Section  1308(1),  but  does  not  exceed  25  percent  of 
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the  gross  monthly  income  of  a  moderate-income  household  as  defined  in  Section  1309(f).  In 
relating  the  size  of  the  unit  to  household  size,  the  same  relationships  set  forth  for  low-income 
housing  shall  apply. 

(n)  "Gross  Income"  shall  mean  all  income  from  whatever  source  derived  as  provided 
in  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  (26  U.S.C.  Section  61)  whether  or  not  exempt  from  federal 
income  tax. 

(o)  "Household"  shall  mean  any  person  or  persons  who  reside  or  intend  to  reside  in 
the  same  housing  unit. 

(p)  "Household  of  median  income"  shall  mean  a  household  whose  combined  annual 
gross  income  for  all  members  does  not  exceed  one  hundred  (100)  percent  of  the  median 
income  for  the  San  Francisco  Metropolitan  Statistical  Area,  as  calculated  by  the  United  States 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  (HUD)  and  adjusted  for  household  size. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Subdivision  Code  Section  1308  to  modify  the  definition  of 
conversion  to  Include  specified  air  space  subdivisions  of  existing  residential  structures;  and  making 
environmental  findings. 


July  22, 2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty  ,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  29,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
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FILE  NO.  080849 


ORDINANCE  NO     j  ^(p^ 


[PG&E  SmartMeter  Upgrade  Proposal.] 

Ordinance  directing  tlie  Department  of  the  Environment  to  conduct  a  Cost  and  Climate 

Review  of  PG&E's  request  to  the  California  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  spend  $877 

million  on  a  SmartMeter  upgrade  program;  and  directing  the  City  Attorney,  in 

consultation  with  the  Department  of  the  Environment  and  Public  Utilities  Commission, 

to  participate  in  the  CPUC  review  of  PG&E's  request;  and  establishing  the  City's  policy 

to  oppose  PG&E's  request  if  the  Cost  and  Climate  Review  concludes  that  PG&E's 

SmartMeter  upgrade  proposal  is  not  cost  effective  or  that  alternative  technologies  that 

offer  greater  benefits  should  be  investigated. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  jWew  Roman; 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  New  RofHtm. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  d o u b I e_uu d_e,rJJ n e_d_ . 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikethrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  hereby  finds  and  declares  as  follows: 

(a)  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company  (PG&E)  is  proposing  to  upgrade  its 
"SmartMeter"  program  at  a  total  cost  of  $877  million  to  ratepayers,  resulting  in  an  average 
cost  of  $190  to  each  San  Francisco  residential  electric  customer. 

(b)  The  California  Public  Utilities  Commission  is  currently  reviewing  PG&E's 
SmartMeter  upgrade  proposal.  The  CPUC  has  scheduled  evidentiary  hearings  on  the 
proposal  in  early  August  and  has  established  a  briefing  schedule  following  those  hearings. 
According  to  the  testimony  of  consumer  advocates  before  the  California  Public  Utilities 
Commission  (CPUC),  the  upgrade  proposed  by  PG&E  will  not  provide  PG&E's  customers  with 
commensurate  value. 
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(c)  The  Division  of  Ratepayer  Advocates  (DRA)  of  the  CPUC  has  stated  that 
the  CPUC  should  disapprove  PG&E's  proposal.  DRA  states  that  the  proposal  is  not  cost 
effective  and  that  the  costs  are  inflated.  DRA  states  that "  a  large  percentage  of  the  costs  that 
PG&E  has  identified  for  this  project  appear  to  be  related  to  poor  technological  choices  that  It 
made"  in  its  earlier  metering  proposal.  DRA  Testimony  in  A.07-1 2-009,  June  30,  2008. 

(d)  The  Utility  Reform  Network  (TURN)  opposes  PG&E's  proposal,  stating 
that  the  benefits  of  the  upgrade  do  not  justify  the  increased  costs.  TURN  also  states  that  the 
energy  conservation  benefits  of  the  proposal  are  overstated  by  PG&E  and  do  not  justify  the 
project  costs.  TURN  Testimony  in  A.07-1 2-009,  June  30,  2008. 

(e)  The  PG&E  meters  have  not  been  proven  to  enable  electricity  subscribers 
to  adjust  their  electricity  use  or  to  reduce  their  electric  bills.  Because  they  inadequately 
influence  and  enable  subscribers'  demand  responses,  the  PG&E  meters  have  not  been 
proven  to  reduce  peak  demand  for  electricity.  And  because  they  are  not  able  to  reduce  peak 
demand,  the  PG&E  meters  have  not  been  proven  to  reduce  carbon  and  other  green  house 
gas  emissions  that  are  damaging  to  the  environment. 

Section  2.  Department  of  the  Environment  Review. 

(a)     The  Department  of  the  Environment  shall  conduct  a  Cost  and  Climate 
Review  of  the  PG&E  proposal.  The  review  shall  consider,  without  limitation,  the  testimony 
submitted  to  the  California  Public  Utilities  Commission  relative  to  the  costs  and  effectiveness 
of  PG&E's  proposal.  The  review  may  also  consider  "smart  grid"  alternatives  that  (a)  pemiit 
subscribers  to  manage  their  electric  usage  and  bills,  (b)  enable  PG&E  and  government 
authorities  to  improve  the  reliability  of  electricity  distribution,  (c)  contribute  to  reduction  in  peak 
electricity  generation,  and  (d)  reduce  the  extent  of  carbon  and  other  green  house  gas 
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emissions  that  produce  undesirable  changes  in  climate  and  other  environmental 
degradations. 

(b)  The  Department  of  the  Environment  shall  coordinate  its  review  with  staff 
at  the  San  Francisco  Public  Utilities  Commission  (PUC)  and  seek  the  input  of  PUC  staff. 

(c)  The  Department  of  the  Environment  shall  provide  the  findings  of  its  Cost 
and  Climate  Review  to  the  Mayor  and  the  Board  of  Supervisors  not  later  than  August  1 5, 
2008. 

Section  3.  Action  Before  the  California  Public  Utilities  Commission. 

(a)     The  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  the  City  Attorney,  working  with  the 
Department  of  the  Environment  and  in  consultation  with  the  PUC,  should  participate  in  the 
CPUC  proceeding  on  PG&E's  upgrade  proposal.  Such  participation  shall  include  monitoring 
and  may  include  other  actions  as  deemed  appropriate  by  the  City  Attorney,  Department  of  the 
Environment,  and  PUC. 


SmartMeter  upgrade  proposal  is  not  cost  effective  or  that  alternative  technologies  that  offer 
greater  benefits  should  be  investigated,  then  it  shall  be  the  policy  of  the  City  to  oppose 
PG&E's  proposal. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


(b)      In  the  event  that  the  Cost  and  Climate  Review  concludes  that  PG&E's 


THERESA  L.  MUELL 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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File  Number: 


080849 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  directing  the  Department  of  the  Environment  to  conduct  a  Cost  and  Climate  Review  of 
PG&E's  request  to  the  California  Public  Utilities  Commission  to  spend  $877  million  on  a  SmartMeter 
upgrade  program;  and  directing  the  City  Attorney,  in  consultation  with  the  Department  of  the 
Environment  and  Public  Utilities  Commission,  to  participate  in  the  CPUC  review  of  PG&E's  request; 
and  establishing  the  City's  policy  to  oppose  PG&E's  request  if  the  Cost  and  Climate  Review  concludes 
thai  PG&E's  SmartMeter  upgrade  proposal  is  not  cost  effective  or  that  alternative  technologies  that 
offer  greater  benefits  should  be  investigated. 


July  8, 2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  SUBSTITUTED 
July  22, 2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 


Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


July  29, 2008 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
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Printed  at  8:05  AM  on  7/30/08 
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FILE  NO.  080897 


ORDINANCE  NO.    \  ^'~]-  {)^ 


[Settlement  of  Lawsuit] 


Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Schram  Construction,  Inc. 
("Schram')  against  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (the  "City")  seeking 
$1,000,000;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  June  23,  2006  in  the  Superior  Court  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  Case  No.CGC-06-453479,  entitled  Schram  Construction,  Inc.. 
V.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco;  other  material  terms  of  said  settlement  are:  1)  The 
City  will  pay  a  total  of  $722,104.09  to  Schram;  2)  Schram  will  indemnify  the  City  against 
potential  legal  claims  and/or  lawsuits  from  subcontractors  and  suppliers;  3)  All 
warranties  not  yet  expired  will  remain  in  full  force  and  effect;  and  4)  The  City  reserves 
all  rights  relating  to  latent  defects. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  the  action  entitled  Schram 

Construction.  Inc.  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  Superior  Court  of  San  Francisco, 

Court  No.  CGC  06-453479,  as  follows: 

1)  The  City  will  release  to  Schram  $722,104.09  broken  down  as  follows: 

a)  The  contract  balance  and  retention  of  $586,235.09; 

b)  $58,000  in  settlement  of  change  order  claims;  and 

c)  Assignment  to  Schram  of  $77,869  of  insurance  reimbursement  insurance 
money  from  AIG; 

2)  Schram  will  indemnify  the  City  against  any  potential  claims  by  subcontractors  and 
suppliers; 

3)  All  unexpired  warranties  shall  remain  in  full  force  and  effect;  and 
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4)  The  City  reserves  all  rights  relating  to  latent  defects. 

Section  2.  The  above-named  action  was  filed  in  the  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  on 
June  23,  2006,  and  the  following  parties  were  named  in  the  lawsuit:  1)  Schram  Construction, 
Inc.  (plaintiff  and  cross-defendant)  and  2)  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (defendant 
and  cross-complainant). 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND  RECOMMENDED: 
RECOMMENDED: 


DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 


SAN  FRANCISCO  PUBLIC  UTILITIES 
COMMISSION 


^EORGE^TWONG 
Supervising  Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  Schram  Construction,  Inc.  ("Schram")  against 
the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  (the  "City")  seeking  $1,000,000;  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  June 
23,  2006  in  the  Superior  Court  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  Case  No.CGC-06-453479. 
entitled  Schram  Construction,  Inc.,  v.  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  other  material  terms  of  said 
settlement  are;  1)  The  City  will  pay  a  total  of  $722,104.09  to  Schram;  2)  Schram  will  indemnify  the  City 
against  potential  legal  claims  and/or  lawsuits  from  subcontractors  and  suppliers;  3)  Ail  warranties  not 
yet  expired  will  remain  in  full  force  and  effect;  and  4)  The  City  reserves  all  rights  relating  to  latent 


defects. 


July  29, 2008 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 

McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


August  5, 2008 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
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FILE  NO.  080823 


ORDINANCE  NO.  '0  ^ 


[Establishment  of  floodplaln  management  programs  and  designation  of  floodpiain 
administrator.] 

Ordinance  establishing  a  floodpiain  management  program  by  adding  Article  XX, 
sections  2A.280  -  2A.285  to  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code;  designating  the 
City  Administrator  as  the  floodpiain  administrator;  and  providing  requirements  for 
designating  floodpiains  and  for  construction  and  development  in  floodplains. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco; 

Section  1.  Environmental  Findings.  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the 
actions  contemplated  in  this  Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act  (California  Public  Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.)-  Said  determination  is 


incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
Article  XX,  Sections  2A.280  -  2A.285,  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  2A.280.   FINDINGS  AND  PURPOSE 

a.  The  Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency  (FEMA)  is  in  the  process  of 
preparing  a  Flood  Insurance  Rate  Map  (FIRM)  for  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  The 
map  will  provide  flood  risk  information  for  flood  insurance  and  floodpiain  management 
purposes  under  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Program  (NFIP).  FEMA  has  stated  that  it 
anticipates  publishing  the  final  FIRM  in  early  2009. 

b.  Under  the  NFIP,  the  Federal  government  provides  financial  backing  to  enable 
residents  and  businesses  in  the  community  to  obtain  affordable  flood  insurance  in  exchange 
for  the  adoption  of  floodpiain  management  regulations  by  the  community  participating  in  the 


Note: 


All  sections  are  new. 
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program.  Participation  in  the  NFIP  will  enable  businesses  and  residents  within  flood  prone 
areas  to  obtain  certain  forms  of  loans  and  disaster  assistance. 

c.  To  join  the  NFIP,  the  City  must  adopt  a  Floodplain  Management  Ordinance  that 
would  require  new  structures,  substantial  improvements  and  substantial  damage  repairs  in 
designated  flood  prone  areas  be  protected  against  flood  damage  at  the  time  of  initial 
construction,  and  prohibit  certain  uses  that  would  increase  flood  hazards. 

d.  The  City's  joining  the  NFIP  and  adopting  floodplain  regulations  at  this  time  will 
provide  all  City  residents  the  opportunity  to  obtain  flood  insurance  that  will  cover  damages 
resulting  from  storm-caused  flooding. 

e.  The  floodplain  management  regulations  in  this  ordinance  are  consistent  with  the 
NFIP  requirements  for  communities,  such  as  San  Francisco,  for  which  FEMA  is  in  the  process 
of  preparing  but  has  not  completed  a  final  FIRM.  When  FEMA  issues  a  final  FIRM 
designating  special  flood  hazard  areas  in  San  Francisco,  NFIP  regulations  require  that  the 
adopted  floodplain  management  program  be  reviewed  and  modified  by  authorized  community 
representatives  as  necessary  to  ensure  consistency  with  NFIP  requirements  applicable  to 
communities  for  which  FEMA  has  published  a  final  FIRM. 

f.  FEMA's  publication  of  a  final  FIRM  for  San  Francisco  may  affect  new  development  in 
San  Francisco,  especially  renovation  and  reuse  of  finger  piers.  This  Board  finds  that  new 
construction  on  the  San  Francisco  waterfront  is  an  Important  local  and  state  concern.  The 
San  Francisco  waterfront,  transferred  by  the  State  of  California  to  San  Francisco  in  1969,  is  a 
valuable  public  trust  asset  of  the  State  that  provides  special  maritime,  navigational, 
recreational,  cultural  and  historical  beneflts  to  the  people  of  the  region  and  the  State.  New 
development,  including  rehabilitation  of  historic  structures,  on  land  that  is  seaward  of  the 
reach  of  mean  high  tide  can  be  reasonably  safe  from  flooding,  provided  that  adequate  building 
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controls  are  in  place.  In  1997,  the  Port  of  San  Francisco  adopted  a  Waterfront  Land  Use  Plan 
to  guide  development  and  use  of  the  Port's  waterfront  property  consistent  with  its  trust 
obligations,  and  in  2006  the  Port  created  a  Capital  Plan  identifying  public  facilities  necessary 
to  maintaining  a  viable  San  Francisco  waterfront.  This  Board  urges  the  Port  of  San  Francisco 
and  FEMA  to  develop,  before  publication  of  final  FIRM,  long-term  floodplain  management 
controls  that  both  address  any  flooding  hazard  risks  and  allow  the  City  to  implement  the 
Waterfront  Land  Use  Plan  and  the  Capital  Plan,  as  they  may  be  amended,  and  achieve  the 
goals  of  that  Plan,  including  the  preservation  of  historic  piers. 

g.  The  floodplain  management  regulations  adopted  by  this  ordinance  were  developed 
by  the  City  Administrator,  in  consultation  with  the  Department  of  Building  Inspection,  the 
Planning  Department,  the  Department  of  Public  Works,  the  Public  Utilities  Commission,  the 
Port  of  San  Francisco,  the  San  Francisco  International  Airport,  the  San  Francisco 
Redevelopment  Agency  and  the  City  Attorney's  Office. 

h.  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  adopts  the  following  floodplain  management 
regulations  under  its  authority  to  adopt  regulations  designed  to  promote  the  public  health, 
safety,  and  general  welfare  of  its  residents  granted  by  Article  II,  sections  5  and  7  of  the 
California  Constitution.  Such  regulations  are  intended  to  remain  in  effect  until  FEMA  adopts  a 
final  FIRM,  at  which  time  the  City  and  FEMA  will  need  to  review  and  revise  these  regulations 
under  federal  requirements  consistent  with  the  purposes  of  this  ordinance. 

i.  The  purpose  of  this  ordinance  is  to  promote  the  public  health,  safety,  and  general 
welfare,  and  minimize  public  and  private  losses  due  to  flood  conditions  in  specific  areas  by 
imposing  provisions  designed  to: 

1.  Protect  human  life  and  health; 

2.  Minimize  expenditure  of  public  money  for  costly  flood  control  projects; 
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3.  Minimize  tlie  need  for  rescue  and  relief  efforts  associated  with  flooding  and 
generally  undertaken  at  the  expense  of  the  general  public; 

4.  Minimize  prolonged  business  interruptions; 

5.  Minimize  damage  to  public  facilities  and  utilities  such  as  water  and  gas 
mains;  electric,  telephone  and  sewer  lines;  and  streets  and  bridges  located  in 
areas  of  special  flood  hazard; 

6.  Help  maintain  a  stable  tax  base  by  providing  for  the  sound  use  and 
development  of  areas  of  special  flood  hazard  so  as  to  minimize  future 
blighted  areas  caused  by  flood  damage; 

7.  Ensure  that  potential  buyers  are  notified  that  property  is  in  an  area  of  special 
flood  hazard;  and 

8.  Ensure  that  those  who  occupy  the  areas  of  special  flood  hazard  assume 
responsibility  for  their  actions. 

Sec.  2A.281.  DEFINITIONS 

a.  "Area  of  special  flood  hazard"  means  the  land  in  the  floodplain  within  a  community 
subject  to  a  one  percent  or  greater  chance  of  flooding  in  any  given  year. 

b.  "Base  flood"  means  a  flood  that  has  a  one  percent  chance  of  being  equaled  or 
exceeded  in  any  given  year  (also  called  the  "100  year  flood"). 

c.  "Building"  -  see  "Structure." 

d.  "Flood"  or  "flooding"  means: 

1 .  A  general  and  temporary  condition  of  partial  or  complete  inundation  of 
normally  dry  land  areas  from:  the  overflow  of  inland  or  tidal  waters;  the  unusual  and  rapid 
accumulation  or  runoff  of  surface  waters  from  any  source;  or  mudslides  (i.e.,  mudflows)  which 
are  proximately  caused  by  flooding. 
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2.  The  collapse  or  subsidence  of  land  along  the  shore  of  a  lake  or  other  body  of 
water  as  a  result  of  erosion  or  undermining  caused  by  waves  or  currents  of  water  exceeding 
anticipated  cyclical  levels  or  suddenly  caused  by  an  unusual  and  unforeseeable  event  which 
results  In  flooding  as  defined  in  this  definition. 

e.  "Floodplain  or  flood  prone  area"  means  any  land  area  designated  by  the  City 
Administrator  as  susceptible  to  being  inundated  by  100-year  flood. 

f.  "Floodplain  Administrator"  is  the  City  Administrator. 

g.  "Floodplain  management"  means  the  operation  of  a  program  of  corrective  and 
preventive  measures  for  reducing  flood  damage  and  p^ese^^./i^g  and  enhancing,  where 
possible,  natural  resources  in  the  floodplain,  including  but  not  limited  to  emergency 
preparedness  plans,  flood  control  works,  floodplain  management  regulations,  and  open  space 
plans. 

h.  "Floodplain  management  regulations"  means  this  ordinance  and  other  zoning 
ordinances,  subdivision  regulations,  building  codes,  health  regulations,  special  purpose 
ordinances  (such  as  grading  and  erosion  control)  and  other  application  of  police  power  which 
control  development  in  flood  prone  areas.  This  term  includes  applicable  federal,  state  or  local 
regulations  that  provide  standards  for  preventing  and  reducing  flood  loss  and  damage. 

i.  "Functionally  dependent  use"  means  a  use  that  cannot  perform  its  intended  purpose 
unless  it  is  located  or  cam'ed  out  in  close  proximity  to  water.  The  term  includes,  but  is  not 
limited  to,  docking  facilities,  port  facilities  that  are  necessary  for  the  loading  and  unloading  of 
cargo  or  passengers,  and  ship  building  and  ship  repair  facilities, 

j.  "Historic  structure"  means  any  structure  that  is 


Supervisor  Elsbemd 
BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Pages 
6/05/08 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


1 .  Listed  individually  in  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  or  preliminarily 
determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  as  meeting  the  requirements  for  individual  listing 
on  the  National  Register; 

2.  Certified  or  preliminarily  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  as 
contributing  to  the  historical  significance  of  a  registered  historic  district  or  a  district 
preliminarily  determined  by  the  Secretary  to  qualify  as  a  registered  historic  district; 

3.  Individually  listed  on  a  state  inventory  of  historic  places  in  states  with  historic 
preservation  programs  which  have  been  approved  by  the  Secretary  of  Interior;  or 

4.  Individually  listed  on  a  local  inventory  of  historic  places  in  communities  with 
historic  preservation  programs,  including,  but  not  limited  to  those  structures  that  have  been 
certified  either  by  an  approved  state  program  as  determined  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  or 
directly  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  in  states  with  approved  programs. 

5.  Determined  to  be  an  historic  resource  in  accordance  with  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  Planning  Department's  CEQA  Review  Procedures  for  Historic 
Resources; 

6.  In  an  historic  district  that  is  listed  in  the  National  Register  of  Historic  Places, 
k.  "New  construction"  means  structures  for  which  the  "start  of  constmction" 

commenced  on  or  after  the  effective  date  of  floodplain  management  regulations  adopted 
pursuant  to  this  ordinance,  and  includes  any  substantial  improvements  to  such  structures. 

I.  "One  hundred  year  flood"  or  "100  year  flood"  means  a  flood  that  has  a  one  percent 
chance  of  being  equaled  or  exceeded  in  any  given  year. 

m.  "Start  of  construction"  includes  substantial  improvement  and  other  proposed  new 
development  and  means  the  date  the  building  permit  was  issued,  provided  the  actual  start  of 
construction,  repair,  reconstruction,  rehabilitation,  addition,  placement,  or  other  improvement 
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was  within  180  days  from  the  date  of  the  permit.  The  actual  start  means  either  the  first 
placement  of  permanent  construction  of  a  structure  on  a  site,  such  as  the  pouring  of  slab  or 
footings,  the  installation  of  piles,  the  construction  of  columns,  or  any  work  beyond  the  stage  of 
excavation.  Permanent  construction  does  not  include  land  preparation,  such  as  cieanng, 
grading,  and  filling;  nor  does  it  include  the  installation  of  streets  and/or  walkways;  nor  does  it 
include  excavation  for  a  basement,  footings,  piers,  or  foundations  or  the  erection  of  temporary 
forms;  nor  does  it  include  the  installation  on  the  property  of  accessory  buildings,  such  as 
garages  or  sheds  not  occupied  as  dwelling  units  or  not  part  of  the  main  structure.   For  a 
substantial  improvement,  the  actual  start  of  construction  means  the  first  alteration  of  any  wall, 
ceiling,  floor,  or  other  structural  part  of  a  building,  whether  or  not  that  alteration  affects  the 
external  dimensions  of  the  building. 

n.  "Structure"  means  a  walled  and  roofed  building  that  is  principally  above  ground;  this 
includes  a  gas  or  liquid  storage  tank  or  a  manufactured  home. 

o.  "Substantial  damage"  means  damage  of  any  origin  sustained  by  a  structure 
whereby  the  cost  of  restoring  the  structure  to  its  before  damaged  condition  would  equal  or 
exceed  50  percent  of  the  market  value  of  the  structure  before  the  damage  occurred.  The  term 
does  not  include  any  alteration  of  or  exterior  addition  to  a  damaged  "histonc  structure," 
provided  that  the  alteration  or  addition  will  not  preclude  the  structure's  continued  designation 
as  a  "historic  structure." 

p.  "Substantial  improvement"  means  any  reconstruction,  rehabilitation,  addition,  or 
other  proposed  new  development  of  a  structure,  the  cost  of  which  equals  or  exceeds  50 
percent  of  the  market  value  of  the  stnjcture  before  the  "start  of  constmction"  of  the 
Improvement.  This  term  includes  structures  that  have  incurred  "substantial  damage", 
regardless  of  the  actual  repair  work  performed.  The  term  does  not.  however,  include  either 
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1 .  Any  project  for  improvement  of  a  structure  to  correct  existing  violations  or 
state  or  local  health,  sanitary,  or  safety  code  specifications  which  have  been  identified  by  the 
local  code  enforcement  official  and  which  are  the  minimum  necessary  to  assure  safe  living 
conditions,  or 

2.  Any  alteration  of,  or  attached  exterior  addition  to,  an  "historic  structure," 
provided  that  the  alteration  or  addition  will  not  preclude  the  structure's  continued  designation 
as  an  "historic  structure." 

Sec.2A.282.  ADMINISTRATION 

a.  FLOODPLAIN  ADMINISTRATOR.  The  City  Administrator  shall  be  the  Floodplain 
Administrator,  as  defined  by  federal  and  state  floodplain  management  laws  and  regulations, 
and  for  purposes  of  the  City's  participation  in  the  National  Flood  Insurance  Program 
administered  by  the  United  States  Department  of  Homeland  Security.  The  duties  and 
responsibilities  of  the  Floodplain  Administrator  shall  include,  but  not  be  limited  to  providing 
oversight  and  guidance  for  the  administration  of  floodplain  management  requirements  and 
policies;  designating  flood  prone  areas  within  City  jurisdiction  by  obtaining,  reviewing,  and 
reasonably  using  appropriate  base  flood  data  available  from  federal,  state  or  other  sources; 
maintaining  and  updating  flood  prone  area  maps  in  a  form  sufficient  for  public  review  and  use; 
and  providing  floodplain  management  reports  and  information  as  required  by  applicable 
federal,  state  and  local  requirements.  The  City  Administrator  may  delegate  some  or  all  of 
these  duties  and  responsibilities  to  appropriate  City  staff. 

b.  As  provided  by  Appendix  D  to  the  San  Francisco  Charter  and  in  accordance  with 
Chapter  1A  of  the  San  Francisco  Building  Code,  the  Department  of  Building  Inspection  is 
responsible  for  reviewing  all  development  permit  applications  to  determine  whether  the  permit 
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requirements  of  this  ordinance  have  been  satisfied,  whether  all  other  required  state  and 
federal  permits  have  been  obtained;  and  whether  the  site  is  reasonably  safe  from  flooding. 

c.  As  provided  by  Section  4.1 14  of  the  San  Francisco  Charter,  the  San  Francisco  Port 
Commission,  acting  by  and  through  its  Chief  Harbor  Engineer,  is  responsible  for  reviewing  all 
development  permit  applications  for  buildings  and  structures  within  the  Port  Commission's 
jurisdiction  to  determine  whether  the  permit  requirements  of  this  ordinance  have  been 
satisfied,  whether  all  other  required  state  and  federal  permits  have  been  obtained;  and 
whether  the  site  is  reasonably  safe  from  flooding.  All  building  standards  for  construction  in 
Port  areas  designated  by  the  City  Administrator  as  flood  prone  shall  be  consistent  with  the 
requirements  of  this  ordinance  and  applicable  federal  and  state  floodplain  management 
regulations,  and  shall  become  effective  when  such  building  standards  are  adopted  by  the  Port 
Commission. 

d.  All  building  standards  for  construction  on  City-owned  property  located  outside  the 
boundaries  of  the  City  and  in  areas  designated  by  FEMA  as  flood  prone  shall  be  consistent 
with  the  requirements  of  this  ordinance  and  applicable  federal  and  state  floodplain 
management  regulations.  Each  City  department  with  jurisdiction  over  the  operations  and 
maintenance  of  such  property  shall  determine  whether  the  building  standards  requirements  of 
this  ordinance  have  been  satisfied,  whether  all  other  required  state  and  federal  permits  have 
been  obtained;  and  whether  the  site  is  reasonably  safe  from  flooding. 

Sec.  2A.283.  PROVISIONS  FOR  FLOOD  HAZARD  REDUCTION 
a.  Permits.  A  permit  or  other  applicable  approval  shall  be  obtained  for  all  proposed 
construction  of  buildings  and  structures  located  within  a  floodplain  or  flood  prone  area 
designated  as  such  by  the  City  Administrator,  and  shall  be  issued  in  accordance  with 
applicable  procedures  for  authorizing  such  construction  within  the  appropriate  City 
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departments'  jurisdiction.  No  building,  structure  or  land  shall  be  constructed,  located, 
extended,  converted,  or  altered  within  a  floodplain  or  flood  prone  area  without  full  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  this  ordinance  and  other  applicable  regulations. 

b.  Standards  Of  Construction. 

1 .  If  a  proposed  building  site  is  in  a  flood-prone  area,  all  new  construction  and 
substantial  improvements  shall: 

A.  Be  designed  (or  modified)  and  adequately  anchored  to  prevent 
flotation,  collapse,  or  lateral  movement  of  the  structure  resulting  from  hydrodynamic  and 
hydrostatic  loads,  including  the  effects  of  buoyancy. 

B.  Be  constructed: 

i.  With  materials  and  utility  equipment  resistant  to  flood  damage; 

ii.  Using  methods  and  practices  that  minimize  flood  damage; 

C.  With  electrical,  heating,  ventilation,  plumbing  and  air  conditioning 
equipment  and  other  service  facilities  that  are  designed  and/or  located  so  as  to  prevent  water 
from  entering  or  accumulating  within  the  components  during  conditions  of  flooding. 

2.  The  Chief  Harbor  Engineer  of  the  Port  of  San  Francisco  and  the  Floodplain 
Administrator  shall  consult  and  coordinate  with  FEMA  to  create  appropriate  building  standards 
for  developing  any  finger  piers  located  in  flood  prone  areas  in  Port  jurisdiction,  before 
publication  of  FEMA's  final  FIRM  for  San  Francisco.  No  later  than  October  1,  2008,  the 
Floodplain  Administrator  shall  provide  a  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  regarding  the 
creation  of  such  building  standards. 

c.  Standards  For  Subdivisions.  If  a  subdivision  proposal  is  in  a  flood-prone  area,  any 
such  proposals  shall  be  reviewed  to  assure  that: 
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1.  All  such  proposals  are  consistent  with  the  need  to  minimize  flood  damage 
within  the  flood  prone  area; 

2.  All  public  utilities  and  facilities  such  as  sewer,  gas,  electrical,  and  water 
systems  are  located  and  constructed  to  minimize  or  eliminate  flood  damage;  and 

3.  Adequate  drainage  is  provided  to  reduce  exposure  to  flood  hazards. 

d.  Standards  For  Utilities.  All  new  and  replacement  water  supply  and  sanitary  sewage 
systems  shall  be  designed  to  minimize  or  eliminate: 

1 .  Infiltration  of  flood  waters  into  the  systems,  and 

2.  Discharge  from  the  systems  into  floodwaters. 

e.  Variances. 

1.  A  variance  from  the  standards  provided  by  the  section  may  be  granted  by  the 
appropriate  approval  authority  for  a  parcel  of  property  with  physical  characteristics  so  unusual 
that  complying  with  the  requirements  of  this  ordinance  would  create  an  exceptional  hardship 
to  the  applicant  or  the  surrounding  property  owners.  Variances  shall  be  issued  upon  a 
determination  that  the  variance  is  the  minimum  necessary,  considering  the  flood  hazard,  to 
afford  relief.  Variance  determinations  shall  include  a  showing  of  good  and  sufficient  cause 
that: 

A.  Failure  to  grant  the  variance  would  result  in  exceptional  hardship  to 

the  applicant;  and 

B.  The  granting  of  a  variance  will  not  result  in  increased  flood  heights, 
additional  threats  to  public  safety,  or  extraordinary  public  expense,  create  a  nuisance,  cause 
fraud  and  victimization  of  the  public,  or  confiict  with  existing  local  laws  or  ordinances. 

2.  Notwithstanding  subsection  2A. 284(e)(1)  above,  variances  may  be  issued  for 
new  construction,  substantial  improvement,  and  other  proposed  new  development  to  be 
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erected  on  a  lot  of  one-half  acre  or  less  in  size  contiguous  to  and  surrounded  by  lots  with 
existing  structures  constructed  below  the  base  flood  level. 

3.  Notwithstanding  subsection  2A.284(e)(1 )  above,  variances  shall  be  issued 

for: 

A.  The  repair  or  rehabilitation  of,  or  exterior  addition  to,  historic  structures 
upon  a  determination  that  the  proposed  repair,  rehabilitation  or  addition  will  not  preclude  the 
structure's  continued  designation  as  an  historic  structure. 

B.  New  construction,  substantial  improvement,  and  other  proposed  new 
development  necessary  for  the  conduct  of  a  functionally  dependent  use,  provided  that  the 
structure  or  building  is  protected  by  methods  that  minimize  flood  damages,  and  that  issuance 
of  the  variance  does  not  result  in  additional  threats  to  public  safety  or  create  a  public 
nuisance. 

Section  2A.284.  LIABILITY.  The  degree  of  flood  protection  required  by  this  ordinance 
is  considered  reasonable  for  regulatory  purposes  and  is  based  on  scientific  and  engineering 
considerations.  This  ordinance  shall  not  create  liability  on  the  part  of  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco,  any  officer  or  employee  thereof,  the  State  of  California,  or  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administration,  Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency,  for  any  flood  damages 
that  result  from  reliance  on  this  ordinance  or  any  administrative  decision  made  hereunder. 

Section  2A.285.  SEVERABILITY.  This  ordinance  and  the  various  parts  thereof  are 
hereby  declared  to  be  severable.  Should  any  section  of  this  ordinance  be  declared  by  the 
courts  to  be  unconstitutional  or  invalid,  such  decision  shall  not  affect  the  validity  of  the 
ordinance  as  a  whole,  or  any  portion  thereof  other  than  the  section  so  declared  to  be 
unconstitutional  or  invalid. 
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Ordinance 


File  Number: 


080823 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  establishing  a  floodplain  management  program  by  adding  Article  XX,  Sections  2A.280  - 
2A.285  to  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code;  designating  the  City  Administrator  as  the  floodplain 
administrator;  and  providing  requirements  for  designating  floodplains  and  for  construction  and 
development  in  floodplains. 


July  29,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufity,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

August  5,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
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FILE  NO.  080774 


ORDINANCE  NO.  -  0  ^ 


[DSW  Training  and  Reporting  and  Employee  Contact  Information  ] 

Ordinance  requiring  departments  to  update  employee  contact  information  and  report 
annually  on  the  status  of  required  Disaster  Service  Worker  Training. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding 
Section  7.20,  to  read  as  follows: 

Section  7.20:  Disaster  Service  Worker  Training,  Reporting  and  Contact  Update  i 
All  City  departments  shall  ensure  that  their  sta  ffs  have  completed  personal  preparedness  traihins  hv  ■  , 
December  SL  2008.  All  City,  departments  shall  ensure  that  their  staffs  have  completed  both  if^e 
Department  of  Human  Resources  Disaster  Service  Worker  (DSW)  and  any  federally  required  National 
Incident  Management  System  (NIMS)  and  Incident  Command  Svste?ns  (ICS)  training  no  later,  than 
December  31,  2008.  All  City  Departments  shall  annually  update  the  contact  information  of  all 
employees  including  home  phone,  personal  cell  phone,  work  phone  fs),  home  address,  work  address  and 
worker  skill  sets.  Further,  departments  shall  ensure  that  employee  contact  information,  skill  sets, 
required  NIMS/ICS  compliance  and  DSW  training  compliance  data  is  entered  into  the  designated 
Citywide  Human  Resource  Management  System  each  year  no  later  than  June  30.  Departments  shall 
report  compliance  with  this  section  annually  as  part  of  the  Performance  Goals  Reporting  and 
Evaluation  required  by  Administrative  Code  Chapter  88. 


Note: 


This  entire  section  is  new. 
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APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By: 


Vicki  Claytor) 
Deputy  City  Attorney 


Supervisor  Alioto-Pier 
BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  2 

4/22/2008 

n:\contract\vclayton\ordlna\dswtr.doc 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


City  FUJI 
I  Dr  Ctrhon  B  Goodlefl  PUc« 
San  FfMctsco,  CA  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


080774 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  requiring  departments  to  update  employee  contact  information  and  report  annually  on  the 
status  of  required  Disaster  Service  Worker  Training. 


July  29, 2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

August  5,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


1 


Printed  of  7:53  AM  on 


File  No.  080774  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  August  5, 2008 
by  the  Board  of  Supervteors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 


File  No.  080774 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tails  Report 


2 


Printed  at  7:53  AM  on  mm 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


AMENDMENT  OF  THE  WHOLE 
IN  BOARD 


FILE  NO.  080880  7/29/08  ORDINANCE  NO.  j  ^  Q  '  O  ' 


[Recreation  and  Park  Department  -  Events.] 


Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code, 

Article  12,  Section  12.22  to  amend  tiie  fees  for  use  of  the  parks  for  events. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  Now  Romtm. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underline^. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stfikethrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.^^^^^Q     and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Park  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
12.22,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  12.22.  EVENTS. 

The  following  fees  shall  be  charged  for  use  of  the  parks  for  events: 
(a)  Commercial  Events  per  day: 


m 

1,000  participants  or  more 

Each  additional  500  participants,  or  any 
portion  thereof 

$2,500.00 

Set-up  and/or  breakdown 

$2,500.00.  or  5m^  of  daily  fee  for  each 
day,  whichever  is  higher 

{4} 

Gated  events  admission  $10  or  less 

$5,000.00,  or  25%  of  all  gated  receipts. 
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whichever  is  higher 

0} 

Gated  events  admission  $10  or  more 

$10,000.00,  or  25%  of  all  gated 
receipts,  whichever  is  higher 

(b)  Community/Non  commercial  Events  per  day. 


1,000 participants  or  less  $500.00  

{2}    1,001  to  3,000 participants  $700.00  , 

0}    3,001  to  10,000 participants  $1,200.00  to  $4,200.00  (500 for  each 

additional  1,000  participants) 
{4}    Over  10,000 participants  minimum  of  $5,000.00, 

plus  any  additional  fees  determined  by 
the  General  Manager,  or- a-designoe,  to 
be  necessaiy  to  compensate  the 
Department  for  the  anticipated  impact 
on  park  property  and/or  services,  the 
disruption  of  normal  park  usage  and 
the  inconvenience  to  the  public, 
because  of  the  type  of  event,  the 
location,  the  number  of  expected 
participants  and  other  similar  factors: 


(a)  Special  and  Athletic  Event  permit  fees  per  day 


PARK  VENUE 

COMMERCIAL 
FEE 

NON-PROFIT  FEE* 

2008-09 
25% 

2009-10 
35% 

2010-11 
50% 
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GGP  Lindlev  Meadow 

$10,000 

$2^500 

$J.500 

$5.000 

GGP  Speedway 
Meadow 

$18,000 

$4.500 

$6.300 

$9.000 

GGP  Marx  Meadow 

$2,500 

$625 

$875 

$1.250 

GGP  Sharon  Meadow 

$12,000 

iMM 

$4.200 

$6.000 

GGP  Polo  Field 

$50,000 

$12,500 

$17,500 

$25,000 

GGP  Music  ConcouTse 

$2,500 

$625 

$875 

$1250 

Civic  Center  Plaza 

$25,000 

$6.250 

$8. 750 

$12,500 

•  Justin  Herman  Plaza 

$7,000 

$1,750 

$2.450 

$3,500 

Marina  Green  East 

$7,500 

$1,875 

$2.625 

$3^750 

Marina  Green  West 

$800 

$200 

$280 

$400 

Jerry  Garcia 
Amphitheater 

$3.200 

$800 

$1,120 

$1,600 

Portsmouth  Square 

$500 

$12_5 

$175 

$250 

Union  Sauare 

$7.500 

$1.875 

$2.625 

$3. 750 

Washington  Square 

$3.200 

$800 

$1.120 

$1.600 

Mission  Dolores  Park 

$12,000 

$3.000 

$4.200 

$6.000 

Precita  Park 

$5.000 

$1.250 

$1.750 

$2.500 

Other  sites 

$1.00/person  times 
venue  capacity 

*  Non-profit  fees  will  be  phased  in  at  the  following  rate:  25%  of  the  Commercial  Fee  in  Fiscal 
Year  (FY)  2008-2009:  35%  of  the  Commercial  Fee  in  FY  2009-2010.  and  50%  of  the  Commercial  Fee 
in  FY  2010-2011  and  thereafter. 
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(b)  Gated  Events  -  Applicable  venue  permit  fee  or  25%  of  the  sate  receipts,  whichever  is 
greater. 


(c)  Elementary,  Middle  or  High  School  Outdoor  Events,  including  sports  field  days: 


(1) 

Four  hours  or  less 

$100 

(2) 

Each  additional  hour 

$25 

(d)  Athletic  events  charging  participants  an  entry  fee,  per  day: 

(H 

1,000  participants  or  less 

9} 

For  each  participant  over  1, 000 

$J00 

(c)  Athletic  events  not  charging  participants  an  entry  fee^pcr  day: 

500 participants  or  less 

$250 

Each  additional  500 participants,  or  portion 

$}Q0 

(d)  Athletic  Events  requiring  a  road  closure  -  $1. 00  per  participant. 

(e)  Concession  Fee  -  An  amount  equal  to  5%  of  the  gross  sales  receipts  as  determined  bv  sales 


tax  documentation  that  is  provided  by  the  Permittee  to  the  California  State  Board  of  Equalization  to  be 
paid  within  30  days  following  the  event. 

(f)  Amateur  Productions  of  performing  arts,  no  charge  to  the  public: 


(1) 

Weekdays  (IVIonday  -  Friday) 

$150  per  day 

(2) 

Weekdays,  two  consecutive  days  at  same  site 

$250  /  two  days 

(3) 

Non-holiday  weekends 

$200  per  day 

(4) 

Non-holiday  weekends,  two  consecutive  days,  same 
site 

$350  /  two  days 

(5) 

Holiday  weekends,  two  consecutive  days,  same  site 

$500  /  two  days 
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(g)  Impact  Fees  to  compensate  the  Department  for  the  anticipated  impact  on  park  property 
and/  or  services,  the  disruption  of  normal  park  usase  and  the  inconvenience  to  the  public, 
because  of  the  type  of  event,  the  location,  the  number  of  expected  participants  and  other 
similar  factors. 

(h)  The  Recreation  and  Park  Commission  shall  consider  a  feejvajvej  for  ajl  non-profit 
organizations  with  501fc)3  status  whose  annual  gross  revenues  do  not  exceed 
$100.000.  The  applicant  shall  submit  a  request  for  a  fee  waiver  concurrently  with 
the  initial  request  to  reserve  park  space.  The  Commission  shall  have  the  authorrty 
to  grant  a  fee  waiver  or  partial  reduction  at  its  sole  discretion. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


Deputy  City  Attorney 
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City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


Tails 


City  Hall 
1  Dr.  Carlton  B.  Goodlett  Place 
San  Francisco,  C A  94102-4689 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


080880 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  making  environmental  findings  and  amending  San  Francisco  Park  Code,  Article  12, 
Section  12.22  to  amend  the  fees  for  use  of  the  parks  for  events. 


July  22,  2008 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  10  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 

McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin 

Noes:  I  -  Sandoval 


July  29, 2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  AMENDED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

July  29,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING  AS  AMENDED 
Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

August  5,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
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File  No.  080880  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordi 

was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  August  5,  2 
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FILE  NO.  080896 


ORDINANCE  NO. 


[Settlement  of  Lawsuit] 

Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  a  lawsuit  filed  by  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  and  the  People  of  the  State  of  California,  by  and  through  Dennis  J.  Herrera, 
City  Attorney  for  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  against  Pravin  Dahy  Abhai 
Patel,  George  Patel,  and  Sanjay  Patel  in  exchange  for  an  agreement  to  rescind  the 
notice  of  withdrawal  submitted  pursuant  to  Government  Code  section  7060(a);  the 
lawsuit  was  filed  on  July  12,  2006,  In  San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case  No.  CGC-  06- 
454092;  entitled  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al..  v.  Pravin  Dahy  Abhai  Patel,  at 
al;  other  material  terms  of  said  settlement  are  set  forth  in  the  Settlement  Agreement 
contained  in  Board  of  Supervisors  File  No.  080896 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 

Section  1.  The  City  Attomey  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  the  action  entitled  "City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.,  v.  Pravin  Dahy  Abhai  Patel,  et  al.",  San  Francisco  Superior 
Court,  Court  No.  CGC-06-454092  for  an  agreement  that  Pravin  Dahy  Abhai  Patel  will  rescind 
the  notice  of  withdrawal  submitted  pursuant  to  Government  Code  section  7060(a)  and  other 
material  terms  as  set  forth  in  the  Settlement  Agreement  contained  in  Board  of  Supen/isors 
File  No.  080396    .  and  on  such  other  terms  as  shall  be  negotiated  and  approved  by  the  City 
Attorney's  Office. 

Section  2.  The  above-named  action  was  filed  In  San  Francisco  Superior  Court  on  July 
12,  2006,  and  the  following  parties,  were  named  in  the  lawsuit:  City  and  County  of  San 
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Francisco  and  the  People  of  the  State  of  California,  by  and  through  Dennis  J.  Herrera  as 
plaintiffs  and  Pravin  Dahy  Abhai  Patel,  George  Patel  and  Sanjay  Patel  as  defendants. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND 
RECOMMENDED: 

DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 
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Ordinance 


File  Number: 


080896 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  authorizing  settlement  of  a  lawsuit  filed  by  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  and  the 
People  of  the  State  of  California,  by  and  through  Dennis  J.  Herrera,  City  Attorney  for  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco,  against  Pravin  Dahy  Abhai  Patel,  George  Patel,  and  Sanjay  Pate!  in 
exchange  for  an  agreement  to  rescind  the  notice  of  withdrawal  submitted  pursuant  to  Government 
Code  section  7060(a);  the  lawsuit  was  filed  on  July  12,  2006,  in  San  Francisco  Superior  Court,  Case 
No.  CGC-  06-454092;  entitled  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco,  et  al.,  v.  Pravin  Dahy  Abhai  Patel.  et 
al;  other  material  terms  of  said  settlement  are  set  forth  in  the  Settlement  Agreement  contained  in 
Board  of  Supervisors  File  No.  080896. 


July  29,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 


Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


August  5,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
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FILE  NO.  080710 


ORDINANCE  NO.  I^^-O^ 


[Settlement  of  City's  Lawsuit  Against  Defendants  Reliant  Energy  Sen/ices,  Inc.,  Reliant 
Energy,  Inc.  (f/k/a  Reliant  Resources,  Inc.),  and  Mary  Kathleen  Zanaboni.] 

Ordinance  authorizing  partial  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  against  defendants  Reliant  Energy  Services,  Inc.,  Reliant  Energy,  Inc. 
(f/k/a  Reliant  Resources,  Inc.),  and  Mary  Kathleen  Zanaboni  ("Reliant");  the  lawsuit 
entitled  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Sempra  Energy,  et  al.  (JCCP  No.  4221  - 
00023)  was  filed  on  June  8,  2004,  and  has  been  coordinated  as  Natural  Gas  Anti-Trust 
Cases  I,  II,  ill  &  IV  in  the  Superior  Court  of  the  State  of  California  for  the  County  of  San 
Diego  (JCCP  Nos.  4221,  4224,  4226,  and  4228);  the  settlement  provides  approximately 
$297,500  to  the  City  from  the  Reliant  defendants. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  The  City  Attomey  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  in  part  the  action  entitled 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Sempra  Energy,  et  al.  in  the  Superior  Court  of  the  State 
of  California  for  the  County  of  San  Diego  (JCCP  No.  4221-00023).  The  City  Attorney  may 
settle  the  claims  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  ("City")  against  defendants  Reliant 
Energy  Services,  Inc.,  Reliant  Energy,  Inc.  f/k/a  Reliant  Resources,  Inc.  and  Mary  Kathleen 
Zanaboni  ("Reliant")  by  entering  into  a  settlement  agreement  with  Reliant.  The  City's  litigation 
against  the  remaining  defendants  in  Natural  Gas  Anti-Trust  Cases  I,  II,  III  &  IV  will  continue. 
The  total  amount  of  the  settlement  with  Reliant  is  $28,000,000.  The  City's  pro  rata  share  of 
the  settlement,  net  of  costs  and  attorney's  fees,  is  expected  to  be  approximately  $297,500. 

Section  2.  The  above-named  action  was  filed  in  the  Superior  Court  for  the  State  of 
California,  County  of  San  Francisco  on  June  8,  2004  and  has  been  coordinated  as  Natural 
Gas  Anti-Trust  Cases  I,  II,  III  &  IV  in  the  Superior  Court  for-the-State  of  California.  County  of 
San  Diego  (JCCP  Nos.  4221,  4224,  4226,  and  4228).  The  following  parties  are  plaintiffs  in 
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the  coordinated  lawsuits:  City  of  San  Diego,  the  Counties  of  Alameda,  San  Diego,  San  Mateo, 
Santa  Clara,  the  Regents  of  the  University  of  California,  the  Board  of  Trustees  of  the 
California  State  University,  the  Sacramento  Municipal  Utility  District,  the  Association  of  Bay 
Area  Governments  Publicly  Owned  Energy  Resources,  and  a  number  of  private  entities. 
More  than  a  dozen  entities  have  been  named  as  defendants,  including  Reliant. 

Section  3.  The  City's  share  of  the  proceeds  will  be  distributed  to  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  ("SFPUC").  After  payment  of  the  City's  costs  to  pursue  this  claim, 
the  SFPUC  will  then  determine  how  to  use  the  proceeds  to  reimburse  any  other  City 
departments  that  have  already  paid  the  SFPUC  for  their  use  of  natural  gas  during  the 
applicable  time  period 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND 
RECOMMENDED: 

DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attorney 


WillUrM<.  Sanders 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance  authorizing  partial  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
against  defendants  Reliant  Energy  Services,  Inc.,  Reliant  Energy,  Inc  (f/k/a  Reliant  Resources,  Inc.), 
and  Mary  Kathleen  Zanaboni  ("Reliant");  the  lawsuit  entitled  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v. 
Sempra  Energy,  etal.  (JCCP  No.  4221-00023)  was  filed  on  June  8,  2004,  and  has  been  coordinated 
as  Natural  Gas  Anti-Trust  Cases  I,  II,  III  &  IV  in  the  Superior  Court  of  the  State  of  California  for  the 
County  of  San  Diego  (JCCP  Nos.  4221,  4224,  4226,  and  4228);  the  settlement  provides 
approximately  $297,500  to  the  City  from  the  Reliant  defendants. 


July  29,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 


Ayes:  11  -  Alioto-Pier,  Amraiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Duft>',  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


August  5,  2008 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Amraiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


1 


Frvrtedet  7:53  AM  on  i/6/M 


File  No.  080710 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 
was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  August  5, 2008 
by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 


File  No.  080710 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
Tails  Report 


2 


Printed  at  7:53  AM  on  8/6/08 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


FILE  NO.  0&0709 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Settlement  of  City's  Lawsuit  Against  Defendant  Coral  Energy  Resources,  L  P.] 

Ordinance  authorizing  partial  settlement  of  the  lawsuit  filed  by  the  City  and  County  of 
San  Francisco  against  defendant  Coral  Energy  Resources,  LP.;  the  lawsuit  entitled 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Sempra  Energy,  et  al.  (JCCP  No.  4221-00023)  was 
filed  on  June  8,  2004,  and  has  been  coordinated  as  Natural  Gas  Anti-Trust  Cases  I,  II,  III 
&  IV  in  the  Superior  Court  of  the  State  of  California  for  the  County  of  San  Diego  (JCCP 
Nos.  4221,  4224,  4226,  and  4228);  the  settlement  provides  approximately  $277,000  to 
the  City  from  defendant  Coral  Energy  Resources,  L.P. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  The  City  Attorney  is  hereby  authorized  to  settle  in  part  the  action  entitled 
City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  v.  Sempra  Energy,  et  al.  in  the  Superior  Court  of  the  State 
of  California  for  the  County  of  San  Diego  (JCCP  No.  4221-00023).  The  City  Attorney  may 
settle  the  claims  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  ("City")  against  defendant  Coral 
Energy  Resources,  L.P.  by  entering  into  a  settlement  agreement  with  Coral  Energy 
Resources,  L.P.  The  City's  litigation  against  the  remaining  defendants  in  Natural  Gas  Anti- 
Trust  Cases  I,  II,  ill  &  IV  will  continue.  The  total  amount  of  the  settlement  with  Coral  Energy 
Resources,  L.P.  is  $23,000,000.  The  City's  pro  rata  share  of  the  settlement,  net  of  costs  and 
attomey's  fees,  is  expected  to  be  approximately  $277,000. 

Section  2.  The  above-named  action  was  filed  in  the  Supenor  Court  for  the  State  of 
California,  County  of  San  Francisco  on  June  8,  2004  and  has  been  coordinated  as  Natural 
Gas  Anti-Trust  Cases  I,  II,  III  &  IV  in  the  Superior  Court  for  the  State  of  California.  County  of 
San  Diego  (JCCP  Nos.  4221,  4224,  4226,  and  4228).  The  following-parties  are  plaintiffs  in 
the  coordinated  lawsuits:  City  of  San  Diego,  the  Counties  of  Alameda.  San  Diego.  San  Mateo. 
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Santa  Clara,  the  Regents  of  the  University  of  California,  the  Board  of  Trustees  of  the 
California  State  University,  the  Sacramento  Municipal  Utility  District,  the  Association  of  Bay 
Area  Governments  Publicly  Owned  Energy  Resources,  and  a  number  of  private  entities. 
More  than  a  dozen  entities  have  been  named  as  defendants,  including  Coral  Energy 
Resources,  LP. 

Section  3.  The  City's  share  of  the  proceeds  will  be  distributed  to  the  San  Francisco 
Public  Utilities  Commission  ("SFPUC").  After  payment  of  the  City's  costs  to  pursue  this  claim, 
the  SFPUC  will  then  determine  how  to  use  the  proceeds  to  reimburse  any  other  City 
departments  that  have  already  paid  the  SFPUC  for  their  use  of  natural  gas  during  the 
applicable  time  period 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM  AND 
RECOMMENDED: 

DENNIS  J.  HERRERA 
City  Attomey 


William  K.  Sanders 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance  authorizing  partial  settlennent  of  tlie  lawsuit  filed  by  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 
against  defendant  Coral  Energy  Resources,  L,P.;  the  lawsuit  entitled  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  v.  Sempra  Energy,  et  al.  (JCCP  No.  4221-00023)  was  filed  on  June  8,  2004,  and  has  been 
coordinated  as  Natural  Gas  Anti-Trust  Cases  I,  II,  III  &  IV  in  the  Superior  Court  of  the  State  of 
California  for  the  County  of  San  Diego  (JCCP  Nos.  4221 ,  4224,  4226,  and  4228);  the  settlement 
provides  approximately  $277,000  to  the  City  from  defendant  Coral  Energy  Resources,  L.P. 


July  29,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 


Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Duft>,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 


August  5,  2008 


Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
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FILE  NO.  080594 


ORDINANCE  NO.  [^^^D^ 


[Prohibiting  Pharmacies  From  Selling  Tobacco  Products.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Health  Code  by  amending  Section  1 009.53  and 
adding  Section  1009.60  and  Article  19J,  to  prohibit  pharmacies  from  selling  tobacco 
products. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stnkothrough-nofma]. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  finds  and  declares  as  follows: 

1 .  Tobacco  is  the  leading  cause  of  preventable  death  in  the  United  States  and  the 
leading  risk  factor  contributing  to  the  burden  of  disease  in  the  world's  high-income  countries: 

2.  In  addition  to  its  health  impact,  tobacco  related  death  and  disease  has  an 
economic  impact.  In  1999,  the  economic  costs  of  smol<ing  in  California  were  estimated  to  be 
$475  per  resident  or  $3,331  per  smoker,  for  a  total  of  nearly  $1 5.8  billion  in  smoking-related 
costs  (1999  dollars).  Those  same  costs  in  2008  dollars  would  be  S614  per  resident  or  $4,310 
per  smoker  for  a  total  of  nearly  $20.4  billion  dollars; 

3.  Twenty-three  percent  of  San  Franciscans  have  been  diagnosed  with  high  blood 
pressure.  The  National  Heart  Lung  and  Blood  Institute's  guidelines  for  the  use  of  prescription 
drugs  in  the  treatment  of  high  blood  pressure  call  for  smoking  cessation; 

4.  Twenty  percent  of  San  Franciscans  have  been  diagnosed  with  high  cholesterol. 
The  National  Heart  Lung  and  Blood  Institute's  guidelines  for  the  use  of  prescription  drugs  in 
the  treatment  of  high  cholesterol  call  for  smoking  cessation; 
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5.  The  American  Diabetes  Association's  standards  of  medical  care  in  diabetes  call 
for  smoking  cessation  as  well  as  prescription  drug  therapy; 

6.  Thirteen  percent  of  San  Franciscans  have  asthma.  The  National  Heart  Lung 
and  Blood  Institute's  guidelines  for  the  use  of  prescription  drugs  in  the  treatment  of  asthma 
call  for  avoidance  of  tobacco  smoke; 

7.  Through  the  sale  of  tobacco  products,  pharmacies  convey  tacit  approval  of  the 
purchase  and  use  of  tobacco  products.  This  approval  sends  a  mixed  message  to  consumers 
who  generally  patronize  pharmacies  for  health  care  services; 

8.  In  1970,  The  American  Pharmaceutical  Association  stated  that  mass  display  of 
cigarettes  in  pharmacies  is  in  direct  contradiction  to  the  role  of  a  pharmacy  as  a  public  health 
facility; 

9.  The  Tobacco  Education  and  Research  Oversight  Committee  for  California,  as 
well  as  the  American  Pharmacists  Association,  the  California  Pharmacists  Association,  and 
the  California  Medical  Association  have  called  for  the  adoption  of  state  and  local  prohibitions 
of  tobacco  sales  in  drugstores  and  pharmacies; 

1 0.  A  majority  (78%)  of  independently  owned  pharmacies  in  California  have  become 
tobacco  free;  however,  tobacco  products  are  still  sold  by  94%  of  chain  drugstores; 

11.  Of  the  independently  owned  pharmacies  that  are  tobacco-free,  88%  report  they 
have  experienced  either  no  loss  or  an  increase  in  business  since  removing  tobacco  from  their 
shelves; 

1 2.  An  overwhelming  percentage  of  California  consumers  (96.8%)  indicate  that  they 
would  continue  to  patronize  their  phamnacy  or  drugstore  as  often  or  more  often  if  it  stopped 
selling  tobacco  products; 
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13.  A  large  majority  (72.3%)  of  California  consumers  are  opposed  to  the  sale  of 
tobacco  products  in  drugstores  and  nearly  one-half  of  California  smokers  (49.7%)  disagree  or 
strongly  disagree  that  tobacco  products  should  be  sold  through  drugstores; 

14.  Only  13.2%  of  chain  drugstore  pharmacists  are  in  favor  of  the  sale  of  tobacco 
products  in  drugstores; 

15.  In  a  2003-2004  national  survey  of  pharmacy  students,  nearly  three-quarters 
(71%)  of  those  surveyed  were  against  tobacco  sales  in  pharmacies.  These  findings  were 
aligned  with  the  2003  resolution  of  the  American  Association  of  Colleges  of  Pharmacy  that 
encourages  pharmacy  schools  to  use  only  training  sites  that  do  not  sell  tobacco  products; 

16.  Pharmacies  and  drugstores  are  among  the  most  accessible  and  trusted  sources 
of  health  information  among  the  public; 

17.  Clinicians  can  have  a  significant  effect  on  smokers'  probability  of  quitting 
smoking; 

18.  Most  health  care  institutions  have  adopted  policies  that  have  banned  tobacco 
sales  and  created  smoke-free  environments.  In  spite  of  numerous  resolutions  and 
recommendations  by  state  and  national  pharmacy  organizations  calling  for  pharmacies  to  stop 
selling  tobacco,  some  community  pharmacies  in  the  United  States  continue  to  sell  tobacco 
products. 

19.  A  study  of  100  randomly  selected  San  Francisco  pharmacies  found  that  in  2003. 
61%  of  pharmacies  sold  cigarettes,  significantly  less  compared  to  89%  of  pharmacies  in  1976. 
Most  of  this  decrease  was  among  independently  owned  pharmacies. 

20.  In  a  2003  study  of  San  Francisco  pharmacies'  merchandising  of  cigarettes.  84% 
of  pharmacies  selling  cigarettes  displayed  tobacco  advertising. 
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21 .     Prescription  drug  sales  for  chain  dmgstores  represent  a  significantly  higher 
percentage  of  total  sales  than  for  grocery  stores  and  big  box  stores  that  contain  pharmacies. 
According  to  the  2007  Rite  Aide  Annual  Report,  prescription  dmgs  sales  represented  63.7% 
of  total  sales  in  fiscal  2007.  Walgreen's  2007  Annual  Report  documented  prescription  sales  as 
approximately  65%  of  net  sales  that  year.  Pharmacy  sales  at  Safeway  have  been  estimated 
at  7.5%  of  annual  volume.  Costco's  prescription  sales  generated  1.5%  of  total  revenue  in 
2002. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Health  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Section 
1009.53  and  adding  Section  1009.60  and  Article  19J,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  1009.53.  APPLICATION  PROCEDURE:  INSPECTION  OF  PREMISES; 
ISSUANCE  AND  DISPLAY  OF  PERMIT. 

(a)  Application.  An  application  for  a  tobacco  sales  permit  shall  be  submitted  in  the 
name  of  the  person(s)  proposing  to  engage  in  the  sale  of  tobacco  products  and  shall  be 
signed  by  each  person  or  an  authorized  agent  thereof.  The  application  shall  be  accompanied 
by  the  appropriate  fees  as  described  in  section  35  of  the  San  Francisco  Business  and  Tax 
Regulations  Code.  A  separate  application  is  required  for  each  location  where  tobacco  sales 
are  to  be  conducted.  All  applications  shall  be  submitted  on  a  form  supplied  by  the  Department 
and  shall  contain  the  following  information: 

1 .  The  name,  address,  and  telephone  number  of  the  applicant; 

2.  The  establishment  name,  address,  and  telephone  number  for  each  location  for 
which  a  tobacco  sales  permit  is  sought; 

3.  Such  other  information  as  the  Director  deems  appropriate,  including  the  applicant's 
type  of  business,  and  whether  the  applicant  has  previously  been  issued  a  permit  under  this 
Article  that  is,  or  was  at  any  time,  suspended  or  revoked. 
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(b)  Inspection  by  Director.  Upon  receipt  of  a  completed  application  and  fees,  the 
Director  may  inspect  the  location  at  which  tobacco  sales  are  to  be  permitted.  The  Director 
may  also  ask  the  applicant  to  provide  additional  information  that  is  reasonably  related  to  the 
determination  whether  a  permit  may  issue. 

(c)  Issuance  of  Permit.  If  the  Director  is  satisfied  that  the  applicant  has  met  the 
requirements  of  this  Article  and  that  issuance  of  the  permit  will  not  violate  any  law.  the 
Department  shall  issue  the  permit.  No  pemiit  shall  issue  if  the  Director  finds  that  the  applicant 
is  in  violation  of  San  Francisco  Health  Code  section  1009.1  (regulating  cigarette  vending 
machines^  ©f^San  Francisco  Police  Code  section  4600.3  (regulating  the  self-service 
merchandising  of  tobacco  products),  or  if  the  applicant  is  a  pharmacy  prohibited  from  selling 
tobacco  products  under  Article  19 J.  No  permit  shall  issue  if  the  application  is  incomplete  or 
inaccurate. 

(d)  Display  of  Permit.  Each  permittee  shall  display  the  permit  prominently  at  each 
location  where  tobacco  sales  occur.  No  permit  that  has  been  suspended  shall  be  displayed 
during  the  period  of  suspension.  A  permit  that  has  been  revoked  is  void  and  may  not  be 
displayed. 

SEC,  1 009, 60,  CONDUCT  VIOLA  TING  TOBA  CCO  CONTROL  LA  WS 

(a)  Upon  a  decision  by  the  Director  that  the  permittee  or  the  permittee's  agent  or  employee  has 
engaged  in  any  conduct  that  violates  local,  state,  or  federal  law  applicable  to  tobacco  products  or 
tobacco  sales,  the  Director  may  suspend  a  tobacco  sales  permit  as  set  forth  in  section  1009.66.  impose 
administratiye  penalties  as  set  forth  in  section  1009.67,  or  both  suspend  the  permit  and  impose 
administratiye  penalties. 
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(b)  The  Director  shall  commence  enforcement  of  this  section  by  serving:  either  a  notice  of 
correction  under  section  1009.68  of  this  Article  or  a  notice  of  initial  determination  under  section 
1009.69  of  this  Article. 

ARTICLE  19J:  PROHIBITING  PHARMACIES  FROM  SELLING  TOBACCO  PRODUCTS 
SEC.  I009.9L  DEFINITIONS. 

fa)  "Bis  Box  Store"  shall  mean  a  single  retail  establishment  occupying  an  area  in  excess  of 
100, 000  sross  square  feet. 

(b)  "Director"  shall  mean  the  Director  of  the  Department  of  Public  Health  or  his  or  her 

designee. 

(c)  "General  Grocery  Store"  shall  have  the  same  meaning  as  set  forth  in  Planning  Code 
Section  790. 102 fa)  or  any  successor  provisions. 

fd)  "Person  "  shall  mean  any  individual  person,  firm,  partnership,  association,  corporation, 
company,  organization,  or  legal  entity  of  any  kind. 

fe)  "Pharmacy"  shall  mean  a  retail  establishment  in  which  the  profession  of  pharmacy  by  a 
pharmacist  licensed  by  the  State  of  California  in  accordance  with  the  Business  and  Professions  Code  is 
practiced  and  where  prescriptions  are  offered  for  sale.  A  pharmacy  may  also  offer  other  retail  goods 
in  addition  to  prescription  pharmaceuticals.  For  purposes  of  this  Article,  "pharmacy"  includes  retail 
stores  commonly  known  as  drugstores. 

ff)  "Tobacco  Product"  shall  mean  any  substance  containing  tobacco  leaf,  including  but  not 
limited  to  cigarettes,  cigars,  pipe,  tobacco,  snuff  chewing  tobacco,  and  dipping  tobacco. 

Sec  1 009. 92.  PROHIBITION  A  GAINST  TOBA  CCO  PROD  UCT  SALES  A  T 
PHARMACIES 
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No  person  shall  sell  tobacco  products  in  a  pharmacy,  except  as  provided  in  Sec.  1009.93. 


Sec.  1009.93.  EXCEPTIONS. 

The  prohibition  against  tobacco  sales  at  pharmacies  in  Section  1009.92  shall  not  apply  to: 

(a)  General  Grocery  Stores. 

(b)  Bis  Box  Stores. 

Sec.  1009.94.  PENALTIES  AND  ENFORCEMENT 

Administrative  penalties  shall  be  assessed  and  collected  by  the  Director  in  accordance  with  San 
Francisco  Administrative  Code  Chapter  100,  a  copy  of  which  is  on  file  in  Board  of  Supervisors  File  No. 
 and  which  is  hereby  incorporated  by  reference. 

SEC.  1009.95.  EXPIRATION  OF  PERMIT  TO  SELL  TOBACCO. 

Any  permit  to  sell  tobacco  issued  to  a  pharmacy  pursuant  to  Article  19H  shall  expire  on 
September  30,  2008,  and  shall  not  be  renewed  if  sales  of  tobacco  by  that  pharmacy  are  prohibited 
under  this  Article. 

SEC.  1009.96.  A  UTHORITY  TO  ADOPT  RULES  AND  REGULA  TIONS. 

The  Director  may  issue  and  amend  rules,  regulations,  standards,  guidelines,  or  conditions  to 
implement  and  enforce  this  Article. 

SEC.  1009.97.  PREEMPTION. 

In  adopting  this  Article,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  does  not  intend  to  resvlate  or  affect  the  rights 
or  authority  of  the  State  to  do  those  things  that  are  required,  directed,  or  expressly  authorized  by 
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federal  or  state  law.  Further,  in  adopting  this  Article,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  does  not,  intend  to 
prohibit  that  which  is  prohibited  by  federal  or  state  law. 

SEC.  1009,98.  CITY  UNDERTAKING  LIMITED  TO  PROMOTION  OF  GENERAL 
WELFARE. 

In  undertaking  the  adoption  and  enforcement  of  this  Article,  the  City  and  County  is  assuming  an 
undertaking  only  to  promote  the  general  welfare.  The  City  does  not  intend  to  impose  the  type  of 
oblisation  that  would  allow  a  person  to  sue  for  money  damages  for  an  in  jury  that  the  person  claims  to 
suffer  as  a  result  of  a  City  officer  or  employee  taking  or  failing  to  take  an  action  with  respect  to  any 
matter  covered  by  this  Article. 

SEC.  1009.99.  SEVERABILITY. 

If  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  Article  or  the  application  thereof  to  any  person  or  circumstance 
is  held  invalid,  the  remainder  of  this  Article,  including  the  application  of  such  part  or  provisions  to 
persons  or  circumstances  other  than  those  to  which  it  is  held  invalid,  shall  not  be  affected  thereby  and 
shall  continue  in  full  force  and  effect.  To  this  end,  the  provisions  of  this  Article  are  severable. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


Cecilia  T.  Mangoba 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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AMENDMENT  OF  THE  WHOLE  -  7/17/08 


FILE  NO.  080826 


ORDINANCE  NO 


[Menu  Labeling  at  Chain  Restaurants.] 

Ordinance  amending  Sections  468.2,  468.3,  468.4,  468.5,  468.6,  and  468.8  of  the  San 
Francisco  {Health  Code  to  (1)  set  rounding  rules  for  disclosure  of  nutritional 
information,  (2)  allow  nutritional  information  for  pizzas  to  be  listed  per  serving  size,  (3) 
allow  chain  restaurants  to  display  the  information  required  by  Section  468.4  in 
brochures  and  booklets,  (4)  authorize  the  Director  of  the  Department  of  Public  Health  to 
adopt  rules  and  regulations  to  enforce  these  provisions,  and  (5)  extend  the  deadlines 
for  electronic  reporting  and  disclosure  on  menus,  food  tags,  and  posters. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  The  San  Francisco  Health  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending  Sections 
468.2,  468.3,  468.4,  468.5,  468.6,  and  468.8  to  read  as  follows: 
SEC.  468.2.  DEFINITIONS. 

(a)  "Chain  Restaurant"  means  a  Restaurant  within  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  that  offers  for  sale  substantially  the  same  Menu  Items,  in  servings  that  are 
standardized  for  portion  size  and  content,  and  is  one  of  a  group  of  20  or  more  Restaurants  in 
California  that  either:  (1)  operate  under  common  ownership  or  control;  or  (2)  operate  as 
franchised  outlets  of  a  parent  company,  or  (3)  do  business  under  the  same  name. 

(b)  "Director"  shall  mean  the  Director  of  Health,  or  his  designated  agents  or 
representatives. 


Note: 
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(c)  "Food"  means  any  substance  in  whatever  form  for  sale  in  whole  or  in  any  part  for 
human  consumption  such  as,  for  example,  meals,  snacks,  desserts,  and  beverages  of  all 
kinds. 

(d)  "Food  Tag"  shall  mean  a  label  or  tag  that  identifies  any  Food  item  offered  for  sale 
at  a  Chain  Restaurant,  such  as,  for  example,  a  label  placed  next  to  a  cherry  pie  showing  a 
picture  of  a  cherry  and  listing  the  price  per  slice. 

(e)  "Menu"  means  any  list  or  pictorial  display  of  Food,  and  price(s).  offered  for  sale  at  a 
Restaurant  including  menus  distributed  or  provided  outside  of  the  Restaurant,  but  does  not 
include  a  Menu  Board. 

(f)  "Menu  Board"  means  any  list  or  pictorial  display  of  Food,  andprice(s).  offered  for 
sale  at  a  Restaurant  that  is  posted  in  a  Restaurant  and  intended  for  shared  viewing  by 
multiple  customers  such  as,  for  example,  back-lit  marquee  signs  above  the  point  of  sale  at 
fast-food  outlets  and  chalk  boards  listing  offered  Food  items  or  any  list  of  Food  offered  for  sale 
at  a  Restaurant  that  is  posted  and  intended  for  viewing  by  customers  purchasing  Food  to  go, 
such  as,  for  example,  a  drive-through  menu. 

(g)  "Menu  Item"  means  an  item  described  on  a  Menu,  a  Menu  Board,  or  a  Food  Tag 
that  is  prepared,  un-prepackaged  Food;  and  also  means  a  combination  item  appearing  on  a 
Menu,  a  Menu  Board,  or  a  Food  Tag  such  as,  for  example,  a  "kids  meal,"  that  contains  any 
prepared,  un-prepackaged  Food,  such  as  a  hamburger,  and  any  prepackaged  Food,  such  as 
a  carton  of  milk. 

(h)  "Restaurant"  means  a  facility  at  which  any  prepared,  un-prepackaged  Foods  are 
offered  for  sale  and  consumption  on  or  off  the  premises  such  as,  for  example  sit-down 
restaurants;  cafes;  coffee  stands;  and  fast-food  outlets,  but  not  grocery  stores.  "Restaurant" 


Supervisor  Ammiano 
BOARD  OF  SUPERVISORS 


Page  2 
7/17/08 

n;\govern\as2008\0800263\00492257.doc 


1 

2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 


may  also  include  separately  owned  food  facilities  that  are  located  in  a  grocery  store  but  does 
not  include  the  grocery  store. 

SEC.  468.3.  MENU  LABELING  REQUIRED  AT  CHAIN  RESTAURANTS. 

(a)  Required  Nutritional  Information.  Except  as  provided  in  Subsection  (h).  each  Chain 
Restaurant  shall  make  nutritional  information  available  to  consumers  for  all  Menu  Items.  This 
information  shall  include,  but  not  be  limited  to,  all  of  the  following,  per  Menu  Item,  as  usually 
prepared  and  offered  for  sale: 

(1)  Total  number  of  calories,  expressed  to  the  nearest  10  calories  for  values  above  50 
calories  and  to  the  nearest  5  calories  for  values  50  calories  and  below; 

(2)  Total  number  of  grams  of  saturated  fat,  expressed  to  the  nearest  sram  for  values  5 
srams  and  above,  to  the  nearest  half  gram  for  values  below  5  grams,  and  as  0  for  values  below  one  half 
gram; 

(3)  Total  number  of  grams  of  carbohydrates,  expressed  to  the  nearest  sram  for  values  1 
gram  and  above,  as  "less  than  Iz"  for  values  below  I  gram,  and  as  0  for  values  below  one  half  sram; 
and 

(4)  Total  number  of  milligrams  of  sodium,  expressed  to  the  nearest  JO  millisrams  for  values 
above  140  milligrams,  to  the  nearest  5  milligrams  for  values  between  5  and  140  milligrams,  and  as  0 
for  values  below  5  milligrams. 

(b)  Information  on  Menus. 

(1)  Each  Chain  Restaurant  that  uses  a  Menu  shall  provide  the  nutritional  information 
required  by  SiSubsection  (a)  next  to  or  beneath  each  Menu  Item  using  a  size  and  typeface  that 
is  clear  and  conspicuous. 
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(2)  Each  Chain  Restaurant  that  uses  a  Menu  shall  include  the  following  statement  on 
the  Menu  in  a  clear  and  conspicuous  manner  "Recommended  limits  for  a  2,000  calorie  daily 
diet  are  20  grams  of  saturated  fat  and  2,^00  milligrams  of  sodium." 

(c)  Information  on  Menu  Boards. 

(1 )  Each  Chain  Restaurant  that  uses  a  Menu  Board  shall  provide  on  the  Menu  Board 
the  nutritional  information  required  by  Subsection  (a)(1)  next  to  or  beneath  each  Menu  Item  on 
the  Menu  Board  using  a  font  and  format  that  is  at  least  as  prominent,  in  size  and  appearance, 
as  that  used  to  post  either  the  name  or  price  of  the  Menu  Item. 

(d)  Information  on  Food  Tags.  Each  Chain  Restaurant  that  uses  a  Food  Tag  shall 
provide  on  the  Food  Tag  the  nutritional  information  required  by  s^Subsection  (a)(1)  using  a  font 
and  format  that  is  at  least  as  prominent,  in  size  and  appearance,  as  that  used  to  post  either 
the  name  or  price  of  the  Menu  Item. 

(e)  Range  of  nutritional  information  for  different  flavors  and  varieties. 

If  a  Chain  Restaurant  offers  a  Menu  Item  in  more  than  one  flavor  or  variety  (such  as 
beverages,  ice  cream,  pizza,  or  doughnuts)  and  lists  the  item  as  a  single  Menu  Item,  the  range 
of  values  for  the  nutritional  information  for  all  flavors  and  varieties  of  that  item  (i.e.,  the 
minimum  to  maximum  numbers  of  calories)  shall  be  listed  for  each  size  offered  for  sale.  If  the 
Menu  Item's  flavors  and/or  varieties  include  diet  items  containing  less  than  10  calories,  the  Chain 
Restaurant  shall  post  a  separate  range  of  values  for  such  diet  items. 

(ii)  If  a  Chain  Restaurant  offers  pizzas  in  different  sizes  as  Menu  Items,  the  nutritional 
information  required  by  Subsection  (a)  may  be  listed  on  the  Menu  and/or  Menu  Board  by  serving  size 
for  each  type  of pizza  if  the  Chain  Restaurant  does  both  of  the  following:  (1)  displays  the  definition  of 
the  serving  size  (i.e..  1  slice)  on  the  Menu  and/or  Menu  Board  using  a  size  and  typeface  that  is  clear 
and  conspicuous,  and  (2)  displays  the  number  of  seryingsfor  each  size  of  each  type  of pizza  next  to  or 
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beneath  the  price  for  each  size  using  a  font  and  format  that  is  at  least  as  prominent,  in  size  and 
appearance,  as  that  used  to  post  either  the  name  or  price  of  the  Menu  Item. 

(f)  Disclaimers.  Menus,  Menu  Boards,  and  Food  Tags  may  include  a  disclaimer  that 
indicates  that  there  may  be  minimal  variations  in  nutritional  content  across  sen/ings,  based  on 
slight  variations  in  overall  size  and  quantities  of  ingredients,  and  based  on  special  ordering. 

(g)  Verifiable  and  Reliable  Information  Required. 

(1)  The  nutrition  information  required  by  this  section  and  Section  468.4  shall  be  based 
on  a  verifiable  analysis  of  the  Menu  Item,  which  may  include  the  use  of  nutrient  databases, 
cookbooks,  laboratory  testing,  or  other  reliable  methods  of  analysis. 

(2)  A  Restaurant  is  in  violation  of  this  section  and  Section  478.4  if  the  provided 
nutritional  information  required  by  these  sections: 

(i)  Is  not  present  in  the  location  or  in  the  form  required  by  these  sections: 

(ii)  Is  different  than  what  the  Restaurant  knows  or  believes  to  be  the  true  and  accurate 
information;  or 

(iii)  Deviates  from  what  actual  analysis  or  other  reliable  evidence  shows  to  be  the 
average  content  of  a  representative  sample  of  the  Menu  Item  by  more  than  20%. 

(h)  Food  Items  Excluded.  This  section  and  5^ection  468.4  shall  not  apply  to: 

(1 )  Items  placed  on  the  table  or  at  a  counter  for  general  use  without  charge,  such  as, 
for  example,  condiments: 

(2)  Alcoholic  beverages;  and 

(3)  Items  that  are  on  the  Menu,  Menu  Board  or  Food  Tag  for  less  than  30  consecutive 
days  in  a  calendar  year. 

SEC.  468.4.  NUTRITION  INFORMATION  REQUIRED  TO  BE  DISCLOSED  ON 
DISCLOSURE  MEDIA  OTHER  THAN  MENUS,  MENU  BOARDS  AND  FOOD  TAGS. 
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(a)  Each  Chain  Restaurant  shall  make  the  following  nutrition  information  available  to 
consumers  per  Menu  Item,  as  usually  prepared  and  offered  for  sale,  on  the  disclosure  media 
provided  for  in  *5ubsection  (c):  calories,  protein,  carbohydrates,  total  fat,  saturated  fat,  artificial 
trans  fat,  cholesterol,  fiber  and  sodium.  The  nutrition  information  shall  consist  of  the  following 
items: 

(1)  A  heading  titled  "Nutrition  Information"  or  equivalent  heading  acceptable  to  the 
Department  of  Public  Health. 

(2)  The  nutritional  information  required  by  Section  468.3(a). 

(3)  Protein,  y?^)cr,  total  fat,  and  trans  fat  shall  be  expressed  to  the  nearest  gram  for  values 
I  sram  and  above,  as  "less  than  Ig"  for  values  below  1  sram,  and  as  0  for  values  below  one  half  sram 
per  seeing. 

(4)  Cholesterol  shall  be  expressed  to  the  nearest  5  milligram^  /or  values  above  5 
milligrams,  expressed  as  "less  than  5  mg"  for  values  between  2  and  5  milligrams,  and  expressed  as 
zero  for  values  below  2  milligrams  per  saving. 

(5)  Fiber  shall  be  expressed  to  the  nearest  gram  for  values  I  gram  and  above,  as  "less  than  Ig" 
for  values  below  I  gram,  and  as  Ofor  values  below  one  half  sram 

(6)  Total  fat  and  artificial  trans  fat  shall  be  expressed  to  the  nearest  gram  for  values  5  srams 
and  above,  to  the  nearest  half  gram  for  values  below  5  zrams,  and  as  Ofor  values  below  one  half  gram. 

(b)  Customers  must  be  able  to  obtain  nutrition  information  without  the  necessity  of 
purchasing  food. 

(c)  The  information  required  by  s^^ubsection  (a)  must  be  disclosed,  in  a  size  and 
typeface  that  is  clear  and  conspicuous,  either  on  a  printed  poster  of  a  size  no  smaller  than 
eighteen  f18>  inches  by  twenty  four  (24}  inches  or  in  a  printed  brochure  or  booklet,  that  is 
displayed  in  a  conspicuous  place  and  readily  visible  to  customers  either:  (1)  at  the  point  of 
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sale,  (2)  near  the  front  door;  (3)  on  or  near  the  host/hostess  desk  or  reception  area,  or  (4)  at 
any  point  in  or  near  the  entryway  or  waiting  area  of  the  restaurant. 
SEC.  468.5.  REPORTING  REQUIREMENTS. 

By  My  Aueust  1 ,  2008,  and  July  1  st  of  every  year  thereafter,  Chain  Restaurants  shall 
report  to  the  Departnrient  of  Public  Health  the  information  required  by  Sections  468.3  and 
468.4  in  an  electronic  format  determined  by  the  Department.  The  Department  shall  make  this 
information  available  to  the  public. 

SEC.  468.6.  PENALTIES  AND  ENFORCEMENT. 

(a)  Cumulative  Remedies.  The  remedies  provided  by  this  section  are  cumulative  and 
in  addition  to  any  other  remedies  available  at  law  or  in  equity. 

(b)  Administrative  Remedies.  The  Director  may  enforce  the  provisions  of  Sections 
468.3  through  468.5  by  serving  a  Notice  of  Violation  requesting  a  Chain  Restaurant  to  appear 
at  an  administrative  hearing  before  the  Director  at  least  20  days  after  the  Notice  of  Violation  is 
mailed.  At  the  hearing,  the  Chain  Restaurant  cited  with  violating  the  provisions  of  these 
sections  shall  be  provided  an  opportunity  to  refute  all  evidence  against  it.  The  Director  shall 
oversee  the  hearing  and  issue  a  ruling  within  20  days  of  its  conclusion.  The  Director's  ruling 
shall  be  final.  If  the  Director  finds  that  a  Chain  Restaurant  has  violated  any  of  the  provisions 
of  Sections  468.3  through  468.5  or  refuses  to  comply  with  these  sections,  the  Director  may 
order  either  of  the  following  penalties: 

(1)  Suspension  or  revocation  of  the  permit  issued  by  the  Director  pursuant  to  Sections 
451  et  seq.  of  this  Code;  or 

(2)  An  administrative  fine  in  an  amount  (1)  not  exceeding  one  hundred  dollars 
($100.00)  for  a  first  violation;  (2)  not  exceeding  two  hundred  dollars  ($200.00)  for  a  second 
violation  within  one  year;  (3)  not  exceeding  five  hundred  dollars  ($500.00)  for  each  additional 
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violation  within  one  year.  In  assessing  the  amount  of  the  administrative  penalty,  the  Director 
shall  consider  any  one  or  more  of  the  relevant  circumstances  presented  by  any  of  the  parties 
to  the  hearing,  including  but  not  limited  to  the  following:  the  nature  and  seriousness  of  the 
misconduct,  the  number  of  violations,  the  persistence  of  the  misconduct,  the  length  of  time 
over  which  the  misconduct  occurred,  the  willfulness  of  the  Chain  Restaurant's  misconduct, 
and  the  Chain  Restaurant's  assets,  liabilities,  and  net  worth.  Any  penalty  assessed  and 
recovered  pursuant  to  this  paragraph  shall  be  paid  to  the  City  Treasurer  and  credited  to  the 
Department  Environmental  Health  Section  Special  Revenue  Account. 

(c)  Civil  Penalties.  Violations  of  Sections  468.3  through  468.5  are  subject  to  a  civil 
action  brought  by  the  City  Attorney,  punishable  by  a  civil  fine  not  less  than  two  hundred  fifty 
dollars  ($250.00)  and  not  exceeding  five  hundred  ($500.00)  per  violation.  Unless  otherwise 
specified  in  this  section,  each  day  of  a  continuing  violation  shall  constitute  a  separate 
violation.  In  assessing  the  amount  of  the  civil  penalty,  the  court  shall  consider  any  one  or 
more  of  the  relevant  circumstances  presented  by  any  of  the  parties  to  the  case,  including  but 
not  limited  to  the  following:  the  nature  and  seriousness  of  the  misconduct,  the  number  of 
violations,  the  persistence  of  the  misconduct,  the  length  of  time  over  which  the  misconduct 
occurred,  the  willfulness  of  the  defendant's  misconduct,  and  the  defendant's  assets,  liabilities, 
and  net  worth.  Any  penalty  assessed  and  recovered  in  an  action  brought  pursuant  to  this 
paragraph  shall  be  paid  to  the  City  Treasurer  and  credited  to  the  Department  Environmental 
Health  Section  Special  Revenue  Account. 

(d)  Action  for  Injunction.  The  City  Attorney  may  bring  a  civil  action  to  enjoin  a  violation 
of  Sections  468.3  through  468.5. 
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(e)  Aiding  and  Abetting.  Causing,  permitting,  aiding,  abetting,  or  concealing  a  violation 
of  any  provision  of  Sections  468.3  through  468.5  shall  also  constitute  a  violation  of  this 
ordinance. 

(f)  Enforcement  Agency.  The  Department  of  Public  Health  shall  supervise  compliance 
with  Sections  468.3  through  468.5  and  shall  enforce  those  sections.  The  Director  may  adopt 
rules  and  regulations  to  give  effect  to  those  sections.  In  addition  to  the  reporiins  requirements  of 
Section  468.5,  the  Director  may  request  information  from  Chain  Restaurants  that  is  reasonably 
necessary  to  the  enforcement  of  those  sections  including,  but  not  limited  to.  recipo  informatiorn 
provided  however  that  the  Department  shall  koop  any  proprietary  information  confidontiol  to 
the  maximum  OXtont  pormittod  by  applicable  laws.  The  Department  may  impose  the pemdtu-s 
provided  in  this  section  for  failure  to  comply  with  such  a  request.  Notwithstanding,  any  other 
person  legally  permitted  under  federal  law,  understate  law,  under  Sections  468.3  through 
468.5,  or  under  other  provisions  of  this  Code  to  enforce  a  provision  of  these  sections  may 
enforce  that  provision.  Such  persons  may  include,  for  example:  peace  officers:  code 
enforcement  officials;  and  City  officials,  employees,  and  agents. 

(g)  Fees.  In  order  to  implement  the  requirements  set  forth  in  this  ordinance,  the 
Department  of  Public  Health  is  hereby  authorized  to  impose  a  surcharge  of  S350.00  for  the 
permit  issued  to  Chain  Restaurants  pursuant  to  Sections  451  et  seq.  of  this  Code. 

SEC.  468.8.  OPERATIVE  DATE. 

The  disclosure  requirements  set  forth  in  Sections  468.3  fb)  (Menus).  46S.3(d}  (Food 
Tags),  and  468.4(c).  shall  become  operative  ninety  (90)  days  after  the  cjfcctiyc  date  of  this  ordinance. 
The  disclosure  requirements  set  forth  in  Section  468.3(c)  (Menu  Boards)  shall  become  operative  on 
September  20.  2008.  one  hundred  and  fifty  (150)  days  after  its  effective  date. 
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APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By: 


FgANCESCASE'^^SNER 
Jeputy  City  Attorney 
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City  Hill 


Ordinance 


File  Number: 


080826 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  Sections  468.2,  468.3,  468.4,  468.5,  468.6,  and  468.8  of  the  San  Francisco 
Health  Code  to  (1)  set  rounding  rules  for  disclosure  of  nutritional  information,  (2)  allov/  nutritional 
information  for  pizzas  to  be  listed  per  serving  size,  (3)  allow  chain  restaurants  to  display  the 
information  required  by  Section  468.4  in  brochures  and  bool^lets,  (4)  authorize  the  Director  of  the 
Department  of  Public  Health  to  adopt  rules  and  regulations  to  enforce  these  provisions,  and  (5)  extend 
the  deadlines  for  electronic  reporting  and  disclosure  on  menus,  food  tags,  and  posters. 


July  29,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufity,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

August  5,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 


Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
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ARTICLE  X  SPECIAL  TAX  FINANCING  LAW 
TITLE  1  -  GENERAL  PROVISIONS 

SEC.  43.10.L  TITLE. 

This  Article  may  be  cited  as  the  Special  Tax  Financinz  Law. 

SEC.  43.10.2.  PURPOSE. 

This  Article  provides  an  alternative  method  of  financing  certain  public  and  private  capital 
facilities  and  municipal  services. 

SEC.  43.10.3.  FULL  AUTHORITY. 

This  Article  is  full  authority  for  the  City  to  undertake  the  matters  specified  herein. 

SEC.  43.10.4.  ADDITIONAL  AUTHORITY. 

This  Article  is  adopted  pursuant  to  Section  1.01  of  the  Charter  of  the  City.  In  proceedings  had 
pursuant  to  this  Article,  which  are  a  municipal  affair,  any  general  laws  referred  to  in  this  Article  are 
deemed  a  part  of  this  Article.  The  provisions  of  this  Article  shall  not  affect  or  limit  any  other 
provisions  of  law  authorizing  or  providing  for  the  furnishing  of  public  and  private  capital  facilities  or 
services,  or  the  raising  of  revenue  for  these  purposes.  The  City  and  County  may  use  the  provisions  of 
this  Article  instead  of  or  in  conjunction  with  any  other  method  of  financing  a  part  or  all  of  the  cost  of 
providing  the  authorized  kinds  of public  and  private  capital  facilities  and  municipal  services. 
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SEC.  43.10.5.  ACTIONS  AND  DETERMINATIONS. 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  may  take  any  actions  or  make  any  determinations  which  il  delermmes 
are  necessary  or  convenient  to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  this  Article  and  which  are  not  otherwise 


prohibited  by  law. 


SEC.  43.10.6.  COMPLIANCE  WITH  ARTICLE. 

Any  proceedings  taken  or  special  taxes  levied  pursuant  to  this  Article  shall  not  be  held  invalid 
for  failure  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  this  Article  provided  such  failure  is  not  a  constitutional 
defect. 


SEC.  43.10.7.  NECESSARY  OR  CONVENIENT  PROCEDURE  AUTHORIZED. 

Any  procedure  not  expressly  set  forth  in  this  Article  but  deemed  necessary  or  convenient  to 
carry  out  any  of  its  purposes  is  authorized. 

SEC.  43.10.8.  NONEXCLUSIVENESS  OF  REMEDIES. 

The  remedies  provided  in  this  Article  for  the  enforcement  of  any  levy  pursuant  to  this  Article  are 
not  exclusive,  and  additional  remedies  may  be  provided  at  any  time. 

SEC.  43.10.9.  INCORPORATION  OF  THE  MELLO-ROOS  COMMUNITY  FACILITIES  A  CT  01 
1982. 

The  Mello-Roos  Community  Facilities  Act  of  1982  (Chapter  2.5,  commencing  with  Section 
53311  of  Part  1,  Division  2,  Title  5  of  the  California  Government  Code)  (the  "Act"),  as  amended  from 
time  to  time,  is  incorporated  in  and  made  a  part  of  this  Article.  Except  as  otherwise  provided  by  this 
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Article,  the  purposes,  mode  and  manner  of  levyins  and  collectins  special  taxes  and  the  issuance  of 


bonds  secured  by  special  taxes  shall  be  as  prescribed  in  the  Act. 


SEC.  43. 10 JO.  ADMINISTRA TIVE  APPEALS  PROCED URES. 

The  Board  of  Supervisors  may  provide  by  separate  resolution  such  appeals  procedures  as  it 
may  deem  appropriate  to  facilitate  the  levy  and  enforcement  of  the  special  taxes.  Such  procedures  may 
provide  for  the  appeal  of  confirmed  special  taxes  to  an  official  of  the  City  responsible  for  the  collection 
of  the  special  taxes  and  grounds  upon  and  times  within  which  such  appeals  must  be  made.  There  shall 
be  no  appeal  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  from  the  decision  of  the  appointed  official  or  other  official  of 
the  City.  The  taking  of  an  administrative  appeal  under  this  Article  shall  be  a  precondition  to  bringing 
any  action  under  Section  43.10.11  of  this  Article. 

SEC.  43.10.11.  LIMITATION  OF  ACTIONS. 

The  validity  of  any  special  tax  levied  under  this  Article  shall  not  be  contested  in  any  action  or 
proceeding  unless  the  action  or  proceeding  is  commenced  within  30  days  after  the  effective  date  of  any 
ordinance  or  resolution  providing  for  the  levy  of  such  special  tax.  Thereafter,  a  special  tax  may  be 
contested  only  for  the  purpose  of  challenging  the  accuracy  of  computation  of  the  special  tax.  Any 
appeal  from  a  final  judgment  in  the  action  or  proceeding  shall  be  perfected  within  30  days  after  the 
entry  of  judgment.  The  validity  of  any  bonds  issued  under  this  Article  shall  not  be  contested  in  any 
action  or  proceeding  unless  the  action  or  proceeding  is  commenced  within  30  days  after  the  effective 
date  of  any  ordinance  or  resolution  authorizing  the  issuance  of  such  bonds.  Any  appeal  from  a  final 
judgment  in  the  action  or  proceeding  shall  be  perfected  within  30  days  after  the  entry  of  judgment. 
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SEC.  43.10.12.  DEFINITIONS. 

Unless  the  context  otherwise  requires,  the  terms  defined  in  this  Article  shall  have  ihe  following 
meanings.  Defined  terms  used  in  this  Article  but  not  defined  in  this  Article  have  the  meaning  given  them 
in  the  Act. 

(a)  "Act"  means  the  Mello-Roos  Community  Facilities  Act  of  1982  (Chapter  2.5,  commencinz 
with  Section  533 J]  of  Part  1.  Division  2.  Title  5  of  the  California  Government  Code),  as  amended  from 
time  to  time, 

fb)  "Board  of  Supervisors"  means  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco. 

(c)  "City"  means  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

(d)  "Services  "  means,  in  addition  to  the  "Services  "  defined  in  Section  5331 7  of  the  Act, 
operation  and  maintenance  of  any  improvements  that  may  be  financed  under  this  Article  or  the  Act,  and 
any  related  studies,  testing  or  monitoring. 

TITLE  2  -  PRO  VISIONS  RELA  TING  TO  FORMA  TION  OF  DISTRICTS 

SEC.  43.10.13.  NAME  AND  NATURE  OF  DISTRICTS. 

The  name  of  any  district  created  under  this  Article  shall  be  substantially  as  follows:  "City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco  Special  Tax  District  No.       (  )." 

SEC.  43.10.14.  ELECTIONS. 

For  purposes  of  any  election  herein,  unless  otherwise  waived  by  unanimous  action  of  all 
qualified  electors,  the  time  for  the  conduct  of  the  election  shall  be  not  less  than  30  nor  more  than  120 
days  from  the  adoption  of  the  Resolution  of  Formation  or  other  resolution  ordering  such  election.  For 
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purposes  of  any  such  election,  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  be  the  election  official 


responsible  for  conducting  and  canvassing  such  election. 


SEC.  43.10.15.  AUTHORIZED  FACILITIES. 

In  addition  to  the  facilities  that  may  be  financed  under  the  Act,  special  taxes  may  be  levied  and 
bonds  may  be  issued  to  finance  or  refinance  the  acquisition,  installation  and  improvement  of  energy 
efficiency  and  renewable  enersv  equipment  with  an  estimated  useful  life  of  five  years  or  longer  and/or 
energy  efficiency  and  renewable  energy  improvements  to  or  on  real  property  and  in  buildings,  whether 
such  real  property  or  buildings  are  privately  or  publicly  owned.  Work  on  privately  owned  buildings 
and  on  privately  owned  real  property  may  only  be  financed  by  a  special  tax  levy  if  all  of  the  votes  cast 
on  the  question  oflevyins  the  special  tax  are  in  favor  of  levying  the  special  tax,  or  with  the  prior 
written  consent  to  the  special  tax  of  all  of  the  owners  of  each  property  that  may  be  subject  to  the  special 
tax,  in  which  case  the  prior  written  consent  shall  be  deemed  to  constitute  a  unanimous  vote  in  favor  of 
the  special  tax  and  any  associated  bonded  indebtedness. 

SEC.  43.10.16.  AUTHORIZED  SERVICES. 

It  is  hereby  speci  fically  provided  that  in  proceedinss  under  this  Article  to  finance  Services,  the 
limitations  set  forth  in  the  penultimate  paragraph  of  Section  53313  shall  not  apply. 

SEC.  43.10.17.  ALTERNATE  PROCEDURE  FOR  FORMING  SPECIAL  TAX  DISTRICTS. 

fa)  As  an  alternate  and  independent  procedure  for  forming  a  special  tax  district,  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  may  form  a  special  tax  district  that  initially  consists  solely  of  territory  proposed  for 
annexation  to  the  special  tax  district  in  the  future,  with  the  condition  that  a  parcel  or  parcels  within 
that  territory  may  be  annexed  to  the  special  tax  district  and  subjected  to  the  special  tax  only  with  the 
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unanimous  approval  of  the  owner  or  owners  of  such  parcel  or  parcels  at  the  time  that  such  parcel  or 
those  parcels  are  annexed.  In  such  case,  the  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  follow  the  procedures  set  forth 
in  the  Act  for  the  formation  of  a  community  facilities  district,  with  the  following  exceptions: 

(i)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  not  be  oblisated  to  specify  the  rate  or  rates  of  special 
tax  in  the  resolution  of  intention  or  the  resolution  of  formation,  provided  that  the  rate  of  special 
tax  applicable  to  a  parcel  or  parcels  shall  be  specified  in  the  unanimous  approval  described  in 
this  Section  relating  to  such  parcel  or  parcels. 

fa)  In  lieu  of  approval  pursuant  to  an  election  held  in  accordance  with  the  procedures 
set  forth  in  this  Article  and  in  Sections  53326.  53327.  53327.5  and  53328  of  the  Act,  the 
appropriations  limit  for  the  special  tax  district,  the  applicable  rate,  method  of  apportionment 
and  manner  of  collection  of  special  tax  and  the  authorization  to  incur  bonded  indebtedness  for 
the  special  tax  district  shall  be  specified  and  approved  by  the  unanimous  approval  of  the  owner 
or  owners  of  each  parcel  or  parcels  at  the  time  that  such  parcel  or  parcels  are  annexed  to  the 
special  tax  district.  No  additional  hearings  or  procedures  are  required,  and  such  unanimous 
approval  shall  be  deemed  to  constitute  a  unanimous  vote  in  favor  of  the  appropriations  limit  for 
the  special  tax  district,  the  authorization  to  levy  the  special  tax  on  such  parcel  or  parcels  and 
the  authorization  to  incur  bonded  indebtedness  for  the  special  tax  district. 

(Hi)  This  subsection  establishes  the  applicable  protest  provisions  in  the  event  the  City 
forms  a  special  tax  district  pursuant  to  the  procedures  set  forth  in  this  Section.  If  50  percent  or 
more  of  the  registered  voters,  or  six  registered  voters,  whichever  is  more,  residing  within  the 
territory  proposed  to  be  annexed  to  the  special  tax  district  in  the  future,  or  if  the  owners  of  one- 
half  or  more  of  the  area  of  land  proposed  to  be  annexed  in  the  future  and  not  exempt  from  the 
special  tax,  file  written  protests  against  establishment  of  the  special  tax  district,  and  protests 
are  not  withdrawn  so  as  to  reduce  the  protests  to  less  than  a  majority',  no  further  proceedings  to 
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form  the  special  tax  district  shall  be  undertaken  for  a  period  of  one  year  from  the  date  of 
decision  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  the  issues  discussed  at  the  hearing.  If  the  majority 
protests  of  the  registered  voters  or  of  the  landowners  are  only  against  the  furnishing  of  a 
specified  type  or  types  of  facilities  or  services  within  the  district,  or  against  lewins  a  specified 
special  tax,  those  types  of  facilities  or  services  or  the  specified  special  tax  shall  be  eliminated 
from  the  resolution  of  formation. 

(jy)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  shall  not  record  a  notice  of  special  tax  lien  against  any 
parcel  or  parcels  in  the  special  tax  district  until  such  time  as  the  owner  or  owners  of  such 
parcel  or  parcels  have  siven  their  unanimous  approval  of  such  parcel  or  parcels '  annexation  to 
the  special  tax  district,  at  which  time  the  notice  of  special  tax  lien  shall  be  recorded  against 
such  parcel  or  parcels  as  set  forth  in  Section  53328.3  of  the  Act. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  Section  53340  of  the  Act,  after  adoption  of  the  resolution 
of  formation  for  a  special  tax  district  described  in  subdivision  (a)  hereof  the  Board  of  Supervisors  may, 
by  ordinance,  provide  for  the  levy  of  the  special  taxes  on  parcels  that  will  annex  to  the  special  tax 
district  at  the  rate  or  rates  to  be  approved  by  unanimous  approval  of  the  owner  or  owners  of  each 
parcel  or  parcels  to  be  annexed  to  the  special  tax  district  and  for  apportionment  and  collection  of  the 
special  taxes  in  the  manner  specified  in  the  resolution  of  formation.  No  further  ordinance  shall  be 
required  even  thoush  no  parcels  may  then  have  annexed  to  the  special  tax  district. 

(c)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  Section  53359,  an  action  to  determine  the  validity  of  any 
special  taxes  levied  pursuant  to  this  Article  and  authorized  pursuant  to  the  procedures  set  forth  in  this 
Section  shall  be  brought  pursuant  to  Chapter  9  (commencing  with  Section  860)  of  Title  10  of  Part  2  of 
the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  but  shall,  notwithstanding  the  time  limits  specified  in  Section  860  of  the 
Code  of  Civil  Procedure,  be  commenced  within  30  days  after  the  adoption  of  the  resolution  of 
formation  if  the  action  is  brousht  by  an  interested  person  pursuant  to  Section  863  of  the  Code  of  Civil 
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Procedure.  Any  appeal  from  a  judgment  in  that  action  or  proceeding  shall  be  commenced  within  30 
days  after  entry  of  judgment. 

TITLE  3  -  PRO  VISIONS  RELA  TING  TO  BONDS 

SEC.  43J0.18.  ALTERNATE  PROCEDURE  FOR  APPROVING  ISSUANCE  OF  BO.\DS. 

(a)  As  an  alternate  and  independent  procedure  for  conducting  an  election  on  the  proposition  to 
authorize  bonded  indebtedness  for  a  special  tax  district  formed  pursuant  to  Section  43.10.17.  and  in 
lieu  of  the  procedure  set  forth  in  this  Article  and  in  Sections  53353.5,  53354  and  53355  of  the  Act,  the 
proposition  to  authorize  bonded  indebtedness  may  be  approved  by  the  owner  or  owners  of  a  parcel  or 
parcels  of  property  at  the  time  that  the  parcel  or  parcels  are  annexed  to  the  special  tax  district 
pursuant  to  the  unanimous  approval  described  in  43.10.17.  No  additional  hearings  or  procedures  are 
required,  and  such  unanimous  approval  shall  be  deemed  to  constitute  a  unanimous  vote  in  favor  of 
such  proposition. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  Section  43.10.1 1,  an  action  to  determine  the  validity  of 
any  bonds  issued  pursuant  to  this  Article  and  authorized  pursuant  to  the  procedures  set  forth  in  this 
Section  43.10.18  shall  be  brought  pursuant  to  Chapter  9  (commencing  with  Section  860)  of  Title  10  of 
Part  2  of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure  but  shall,  notwithstanding  the  time  limits  specified  in  Section  860 
of  the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure,  be  commenced  within  30  days  after  the  effective  date  of  the  resolution 
described  in  Section  53351  if  the  action  is  brought  by  an  interested  person  pursuant  to  Section  863  of 
the  Code  of  Civil  Procedure.  Any  appeal  from  a  judgment  in  that  action  or  proceeding  shall  be 
commenced  within  30  days  after  entry  of  judgment. 
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SEC.  43.10.19.  REFUNDING  BONDS:  USE  OF  SAVINGS. 

Bonds  may  be  issued  under  this  Article  to  refund  any  outstandins  special  tax  bonds,  whether 
fixed  lien  bonds  or  any  other  improvement  or  special  tax  bonds,  including  ad  valorem  assessment  or 
revenue  bonds.  Any  savings  achieved  through  the  issuance  of  refundins  bonds  may  be  used  by  the  City 
in  any  manner  that  it  determines  to  be  in  the  best  financial  interests  of  the  City. 

TITLE  4  -  SUPPLEMENTAL  PROVISIONS 

SEC.  43.10.20.  LIBERAL  CONSTRUCTION. 

This  chapter  is  to  be  liberally  construed. 

SEC.  43.10.2L  OMISSIONS  DO  NOT  IMPACT  VALIDITY. 

Any  proceedings  taken  or  special  tax  levied  pursuant  to  this  Article  shall  not  be  held  invalid  for 
failure  to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  this  Article  provided  such  failure  is  not  a  constitutional  defect. 

SEC.  43.10.22.  ARTICLE  CONTROLLING. 

To  the  extent  that  the  provisions  of  this  Article  are  inconsistent  with  the  provisions  of  any 
general  statute  or  special  act  or  parts  thereof  the  provisions  of  this  Article  shall  be  deemed  controlling. 

SEC.  43.10.23.  SEVERABILITY. 

If  any  provisions  of  this  Article  or  the  application  thereof  to  any  person  or  circumstance  is  held 
invalid,  such  invalidity  shall  not  affect  any  other  provision  or  application  of  this  Article  which  can  be 
given  effect  without  the  invalid  provision  or  application,  and  to  this  end  the  provisions  of  this  Article 
are  declared  to  be  severable.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  declares  that  it  would  have  adopted  and 
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passed  this  Article  and  each  section,  subsection,  sentence,  clause,  phrase  and  word  hereof,  irrespective 
of  the  fact  that  any  one  or  more  of  the  other  sections,  subsections,  sentences,  clauses,  phrases  or  words 
hereof  be  declared  invalid  or  unconstitutional. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By:  YouAyyvij^A 

Michael  J.  Martin 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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080283 


Date  Passed: 


Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  by  adding  Article  43.10,  Sections 
43.10.1  through  43.10.23,  to  enact  the  Special  Tax  Financing  Law  establishing  procedures  for  the 
formation  of  special  tax  districts,  the  imposition  of  special  taxes  and  the  issuance  of  bonds  secured  by 
such  special  tax  funds. 


July  29,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  PASSED  ON  FIRST  READING 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 

August  5,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  1 1  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  Maxwell, 
McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
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File  No.  080283 


I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 
was  FINALLY  PASSED  on  August  5,  2008 
by  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  the  City  and 
County  of  San  Francisco. 


Date  Approved 


tAjigcla  Calvillo 
lerk  of  the  Board 


Mayor  Ga\/n  Newsom 
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Amendment  of  the  Whole 

Iri  Board  ^  ^ 

FILENO.  8/5/08         ORDINANCE  NO.  /  ^ /"^'^ 


[Regulating  Overtime  for  City  Employees.] 

Ordinance  amending  Section  18.3-1  of  the  Administrative  Code,  tojjmjt  overtime  hours 
worl<ed  in  any  fiscal  year  and  to  limit  overtime  to  no  more  than  80  40  in  a  regular  work 


Dopartmonts  or  for  emergency  or  critical  service  needs,  if  such  emergency  or  critical 
service  need  is  approved  by  appropriate  officials. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  The  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
and  adding  to  Section  18.13-1,  to  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  18.13-1.  MAXIMUM  PERMISSIBLE  OVERTIME 

(a)  Employees  may  only  work  overtime  if  authorized  bv  an  appointing  officer  or 
desinqee.  and  emplovees  mav  not  assion  themselves  to  work  overtime.  ApDointina 
officers  or  designees  shall  only  assign  overtime  when  work  cannot  be  completed  withijp 
normal  work  schedules.  Except  as  provided  for  below,  absent  prior  approval  of  the 
Director  of  Human  Resources  (or.  if  appropriate,  the  Director  of  the  Municipal 
Transportation  Agency).  Nno  appointing  officer  shall  suffer  or  permit  any  employee  to: 
work  overtime  hours  that  exceed,  in  any  fiscal  year,  thirtv  percent  (30%)  16  percent 
of  the  number  of  hours  that  the  employee  is  regularly  scheduled  to  work  on  a  straight- 
time  basis  in  that  fiscal  vear  (i.e..  624  hours  for  a  full-time  2080  hour  per  vear 
emplovee):  or.  (ii)  work  more  than  eiohtv  (80)  hours  in  a  regular  work  week.  ,  e.g., 
332.8  hours  for  a  full-time  2080  hour  por  yoar  omployoe.    For  the  purpose  of 


week  except  for  work  performed 


lice-and  Fire 


Note: 
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calculating  the  maximum  number  of  overtime  hours  an  employee  is  permitted  to  work 
under  this  Section,  hours  attributed  to  vacation  and  other  paid  leaves  shall  be  deemed 
included  in  the  hours  the  employee  is  regularly  scheduled  to  work  on  a  straight-time 
basis  in  a  fiscal  year.  In  no  ovont  should  an  appointing  offioor  suffer  or  permit  any 
omployoo  to  work  moro  than  eighty  (80)  hours  in  a  regular  work  week. 

(b)  An  appointino  officer  mav  request  an  exemption  from  subsection  (a)  from  the 
Director  of  Human  Resources  (or.  if  appropriate,  the  Director  of  the  Municipal 
Transportation  Agency)  based  upon  a  critical  staffing  shortage.  An  annomtinp  offirr.r 
may,  by  written  authorization,  require  an  employee  to  work  overtime  hours  in  excess  of  the 
limitation  set  forth  in  Subsection  (a).  The  Controller  and  Director  of  Human  Resourcos 
appointing  officer  shall  submit  a  biannual  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  on  January 
5th  and  May  1st  of  each  year  listing  each  and  every  employeo  who  has  worked  moro 
than  80  hours  in  any  work  week,  including  tho  work  week  and  hours  in  question. 
justifying  any  excess  overtime  granted  pursuant  to  this  subsection. 

(c)  The  provisions  of  Subsection  (a)  shall  not  apply  to  overtime  worked  by  any 
employee  where  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  incurs  no  direct  or  indirect 
additional  costs  and  where  the  employee  acquires  no  right  to  compensatory  time  off. 
For  the  purposes  of  this  Section,  "direct  or  indirect  additional  costs"  includes  any 
additional  salary,  wages,  compensatory  time  or  any  other  benefit  provided  at  that  time 
or  deferred  until  a  later  date. 

(d)  An  appointing  officer  mav  assign  overtime  hours  exempt  from  subsection  (a)  above 
in  the  event  of  disasters,  and  like  emergency  situations  where  such  overtime 
assignments  are  necessary  to  protect  public  safetv.  Tho  provisions  of  this  soction 
Subsoction  (a)  shall  not  apply  to  work  porformod  by  members  of  tho  uniformed  ranks  of 
tho  Police  and  Fire  Departments  or  to  work  porformod  in  the  ovont  of  an  emergency  or 
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temporary  critical  sorvico  nood  upon  approval  by  tho  Controllor  and  by  tho  Diroctor  of 
Human  Rosourcos  (or,  if  appropriate,  by  tho  Diroctor  of  tho  Municipal  Trancportation 


any  other  employee  when  the  work  is  required  pursuant  to  a  standing  directive  of  the  appointing 
officer  to  complete  a  task  after  the  end  of  the  employee's  regularly  scheduled  shift  or  to  fill 

emergency  staff  shortages. 

ie)  The  Controller  and  Director  of  Human  Resources  shall  submit  ^  biannual  rep^yr^ 
to  the  Board  of  Supervisor  on  January  5th  and  May  1st  of  each  year  documentino  the 
extent  to  which  each  department  has  complied  with  this  section.  |n  addition,  the 
Controller  shall  submit  a  monthly  report  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  and  the  Mayor's 
Budcet  Director  listing  the  five  City  departments  using  the  most  overtime  in  the 
preceding  month.  A  hearing  on  this  report  shall  be  calendared  as  a  standing  agenda 
item  of  the  Budget  and  Finance  Committee  or  another  fiscal  committee  of  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  as  determined  by  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors. 
(f)  This  ordinance  is  not  intended  to  supersede  overtime  distribution  rules  contained 
In  approved  memoranda  of  understanding  with  the  City's  exclusive  representatives 
except  as  necessary  to  ensure  compliance  with  subsection  (a)  above  to  the  extent 
allowable  by  state  or  local  law. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 
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FILE  NO.  080282 


ORDINANCE  NO.  I  ^^-^^ 


[Off-Site  Residential  Inclusionary  Affordable  Housing  Requirements  ] 

Ordinance  amending  Section  315.5  of  the  Planning  Code  to  provide  that  twenty-five 
percent  of  off-site  units  given  site  permits  annually  may  be  built  outside  of  the 
currently-required  one-mile  radius  from  the  market-rate  project,  and  to  provide  that  off- 
site  units  cannot  be  located  in  industrially-zoned  areas  or  within  a  quarter  mile  of 
developments  containing  200  or  more  publicly-owned  and  operated  affordable  housing 
developments. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco; 

Section  1.     Application  of  amendments:  The  amendments  in  this  ordinance  related 
to  new  requirements  for  off-site  housing  shall  apply  to  all  projects  that  submit  their  first 
application,  including  an  environmental  evaluation  application  or  any  other  Planning 
Department  or  Building  Department  application,  on  or  after  the  effective  date  of  this 
ordinance. 

Section  2.     The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  amending 
Section  315.5,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  315.5.  COMPLIANCE  THROUGH  OFF-SITE  HOUSING  DEVELOPMENT. 
If  the  project  applicant  elects,  pursuant  to  Section  315.4(e),  that  the  project  applicant  will  build 
off-site  units  to  satisfy  the  requirements  of  this  Program,  the  project  applicant  shall  meet  the 
following  requirements: 

(a)  Number  of  Units:  The  number  of  units  constnjcted  off-site  shall  be  as  follows: 


Note: 


Additions  are  sinsle-underline  italics  Times  Ne^v  Roman; 
deletions  are  strikcthrough  italics  Times  New  Roman. 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  stnkothrough  normal. 
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(1) 

(A)  For  any  housing  development  of  any  height  that  is  located  in  an  area  with  a  specific 
inclusionary  housing  requirement,  the  more  specific  off-site  inclusionary  housing  requirement 
shall  apply. 

(B)  Buildings  of  1 20  feet  and  under  in  height  or  buildings  of  over  1 20  feet  in  height  that  do 
not  meet  the  criteria  in  subsection  (C)  below:  Except  as  provided  in  Subsection  (A),  the  for 
projects  described  in  Section  315.3(a)(1),  (2),  (3),  and  (4)  20  percent  so  that  a  project 
applicant  must  construct  .20  times  the  total  number  of  units  produced  in  the  principal  project 
beginning  with  the  construction  of  the  fifth  unit.  If  the  total  number  of  units  is  not  a  whole 
number,  the  project  applicant  shall  round  up  to  the  nearest  whole  number  for  any  portion  of  .5 
or  above.  The  Planning  Department  shall  provide  written  notice  by  mail  to  the  project 
applicant  of  the  number  of  affordable  units  that  shall  be  required  within  30  days  of  approval  by 
the  Planning  Department  or  Planning  Commission.  This  notice  shall  also  be  sent  to  project 
applicants  who  elect  to  pay  an  in-lieu  fee. 

(C)  Buildings  of  over  120  feet  in  height.  Except  as  provided  in  subsection  (A)  above,  the 
requirements  of  this  Subsection  shall  apply  to  any  project  that  is  over  120  feet  in  height  and 
does  not  require  a  Zoning  Map  amendment  or  Planning  Code  text  amendment  related  to  its 
project  approvals  which  (i)  results  in  a  net  increase  in  the  number  of  permissible  residential 
units,  or  (ii)  results  in  a  material  increase  in  the  net  permissible  residential  square  footage  as 
defined  in  Section  315.3(b)(2);  or  has  not  received  or  will  not  receive  a  zoning  map 
amendment  or  Planning  Code  text  amendment  as  part  of  an  Area  Plan  adopted  after  January 
1 ,  2006  which  (i)  results  in  a  net  increase  in  the  number  of  permissible  residential  units,  or  (ii) 
results  in  a  material  increase  in  the  net  permissible  residential  square  footage  as  defined  in 
Section  315.3(b)(2).  The  Planning  Department  shall  require  for  housing  projects  covered  by 
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this  Subsection  and  Section  315.3(a)(1),  as  a  condition  of  Planning  Department  approval  of  a 
project's  building  permit,  or  by  this  Subsection  and  by  Section  315.3(a)(2),  (3)  and  (4).  as  a 
Condition  of  Approval  of  a  conditional  use  or  planned  unit  development  permit  or  as  a 
condition  of  Planning  Department  approval  of  a  live/work  project,  that  17  percent  of  all  units 
constructed  on  the  project  site  shall  be  affordable  to  qualifying  households  so  that  a  project 
applicant  must  construct  .17  times  the  total  number  of  units  produced  in  the  principal  project 
beginning  with  the  construction  of  the  fifth  unit.  If  the  total  number  of  units  is  not  a  whole 
number,  the  project  applicant  shall  round  up  to  the  nearest  whole  number  for  any  portion  of  .5 
or  above.  Consistent  with  the  conclusions  of  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Housing  study  authorized  in 
Section  315.8(e),  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Housing  shall  recommend  and  the  Board  of 
Supervisors  shall  consider  whether  the  requirements  of  this  Subsection  for  buildings  of  over 
120  feet  in  height  shall  continue  or  expire  after  approximately  five  years.  The  Planning 
Department  shall  provide  written  notice  by  mail  to  the  project  applicant  of  the  number  of 
affordable  units  which  shall  be  required  within  30  days  of  approval  by  the  Planning 
Department  or  Planning  Commission.  This  notice  shall  also  be  sent  to  project  applicants  who 
elect  to  pay  an  In-lieu  fee. 

(b)  Timing  of  Construction:  The  project  applicant  shall  insure  that  the  off-site  units  are 
constructed,  completed,  and  ready  for  occupancy  no  later  than  the  market  rate  units  in  the 
principal  project. 

(c)  Location  of  off-site  housing:  The  project  applicant  must  insure  that  off-site  units  are 
located  within  one  mile  of  the  principal  project  (the  "one-mile  radius").  Notwithstandin£  the 

foresoin^,  each  year  25%  of  off-site  units  may  be  constfucted  outside  of  the  one-mile  radius.  These 
units  shall  be  called  "citywide  off-site  units"  and  may  be  constructed  anywhere  in  the  City,  subject  to 
the  limitations  below.  In  determining  the  allowable  number  of  citywide  off-site  units,  each  fiscal  year 
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MOH  shall  take  the  average  number  of  off-site  units  receiving  a  first  certificate  of  occupancy  over  the 
past  five  years.  In  determining  the  average,  MOH  shall  not  include  any  year  where  no  off-site  units 
received  a  first  certificate  of  occupancy.  MOH  shall  publish  the  allowable  number  of  citywide  off-site 
units  for  a  given  year  on  July  1  of  each  year.  The  Planning  Department,  in  consultation  with  MOH, 
shall  then  grant  permission  to  a  project  applicant  to  use  citywide  off  site  units  on  a  first-come,  first- 
serve  basis  until  the  maximum  allowable  number  of  citywide  off-site  units  is  reached.  If  the  maximum 
number  of  allowable  citywide  off-site  units  is  not  used  in  a  given  year,  the  citywide  off-site  units  shall 
be  carried  over  to  the  next  fiscal  year.  If  a  project  applicant  does  not  receive  a  first  certificate  of 
occupancy  for  a  citywide  off-site  unit  within  2  years  of  the  date  the  Plannins  Department  srants 
permission  for  the  citywide  off-site  unit,  then  the  Zoning  Administrator  shall  have  the  authority  to 
revoke  the  permission  to  use  the  citywide  offsite  unit  and  to  grant  those  units  to  another  project 
applicant.  Citywide  off  site  units  shall  not  be  built  in  districts  zoned  M-1  or  M-2,  or  within  a  quarter 
mile  of  a  high  concentration  of public  housing  units.  A  high  concentration  of public  housing  units  shall 
mean  a  development  or  developments  that  consist  of 200  or  more  publicly-owned  and  operated 
affordable  housing  units. 

(d)  Type  of  Housing:  The  type  of  affordable  housing  needed  in  San  Francisco  is  documented 
in  the  City's  Consolidated  Plan  and  the  Residence  Element  of  the  General  Plan.  New 
affordable  rental  housing  and  ownership  housing  affordable  to  households  earning  less  than 
the  median  income  is  greatly  needed  in  San  Francisco.  The  Planning  Department  shall 
develop  Quality  Standards  for  Off-Site  Affordable  Housing  Units  and  recommend  such 
standards  to  the  Planning  Commission  for  adoption  as  part  of  the  Procedures  Manual.  All  off- 
site  units  constructed  under  this  Section  must  be  provided  as  rental  housing  for  the  life  of  the 
project  or,  if  they  are  ownership  units,  must  be  affordable  to  households  earning  no  more  than 
80  percent  of  the  median  income  for  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco.  Nothing  in  this 
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section  shall  limit  a  developer  from  meeting  the  requirements  of  this  Section  through  the 
construction  of  units  in  a  limited  equity  or  land  trust  form  of  ownership  if  such  units  otherwise 
meet  all  of  the  requirements  for  off-site  housing.  In  general,  affordable  units  constructed  under 
this  Section  315.5  shall  be  comparable  in  number  of  bedrooms,  exterior  appearance  and 
overall  quality  of  construction  to  market  rate  units  in  the  principal  project.  The  total  square 
footage  of  the  off-site  affordable  units  constructed  under  this  Section  315.5  shall  be  no  less 
than  the  calculation  of  the  total  square  footage  of  the  on-site  market-rate  units  in  the  principal 
project  multiplied  by  the  relevant  on-site  percentage  requirement  for  the  project  specified  in 
Section  315.4.  The  Notice  of  Special  Restrictions  or  Conditions  of  Approval  shall  include  a 
specific  number  of  units  at  specified  unit  sizes  -  including  number  of  bedrooms  and  minimum 
square  footage  -  for  affordable  units.  The  intehor  features  in  affordable  units  need  not  be  the 
same  as  or  equivalent  to  those  in  market  rate  units  in  the  principal  project,  so  long  as  they  are 
consistent  with  the  Planning  Department's  Quality  Standards  for  Off-Site  Affordable  Housing 
Units  found  in  the  Procedures  Manual.  Where  applicable,  parking  shall  be  offered  to  the 
affordable  units  subject  to  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the  Department's  policy  on  unbundled 
parking  for  affordable  housing  units  as  specified  in  the  Procedures  Manual  and  amended  from 
time  to  time.  If  the  residential  units  in  the  principal  project  are  live/work  units  which  do  not 
contain  bedrooms  or  are  other  types  of  units  which  do  not  contain  bedrooms  separated  from 
the  living  space,  the  off-site  units  shall  be  comparable  in  size  according  to  the  following 
equivalency  calculation  between  live/work  and  units  with  bedrooms; 
TABLE  INSET: 


Number  of  Bedrooms  (or,  for  live/work  units  square  foot  \  Number  of 

equivalency)  I  Persons  in 
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Household 


0  (Less  than  600  square  feet) 


1 


1  {601  to  850  square  feet) 


2 


2  (851  to  1,100  square  feet) 


3 


3  (1 ,101  to  1 ,300  square  feet) 


4 


4  (More  than  1 ,300  square  feet) 


5 


(e)  Marketing  the  Units:  They  Mayor's  Office  of  Housing  shall  be  responsible  for  overseeing 
and  monitoring  the  marketing  of  affordable  units  under  this  Section.  In  general,  the  marketing 
requirements  and  procedures  shall  be  contained  in  the  Procedures  Manual  as  amended  from 
time  to  time  and  shall  apply  to  the  affordable  units  in  the  project.  The  Mayor's  Office  of 
Housing  may  develop  occupancy  standards  for  units  of  different  bedroom  sizes  in  the 
Procedures  Manual  in  order  to  promote  an  efficient  allocation  of  affordable  units.  The  Mayor's 
Office  of  Housing  may  require  in  the  Procedures  Manual  that  prospective  purchasers 
complete  homebuyer  education  training  or  fulfill  other  requirements.  The  Mayor's  Office  of 
Housing  shall  develop  a  list  of  minimum  qualifications  for  marketing  firms  that  market 
affordable  units  under  this  ordinance,  referred  to  the  Procedures  Manual  as  Below  Market 
Rate  (BMR  units).  Within  three  months  from  the  effective  date  of  this  legislation,  the  Mayor's 
Office  of  Housing  shall  recommend  to  the  Planning  Commission  that  these  minimum 
qualifications  be  published  in  the  Procedures  Manual  such  that,  upon  approval  of  the 
qualifications  by  the  Planning  Commission,  no  developer  marketing  units  under  the 
Inclusionary  Housing  Program  shall  be  able  to  market  BMR  units  except  through  a  firm 
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meeting  all  of  the  mininnum  qualifications.  For  purposes  of  this  ordinance,  any  developer  that 
has  not  yet  submitted  a  marketing  plan  to  the  Mayor's  Office  of  Housing  by  the  date  of 
Planning  Commission  approval  of  the  qualifications  shall  be  required  to  comply  with  this 
section.  The  Notice  of  Special  Restrictions  or  Conditions  of  Approval  shall  specify  that  the 
marketing  requirements  and  procedures  contained  in  the  Procedures  Manual  as  amended 
from  time  to  time,  shall  apply  to  the  affordable  units  in  the  project. 

(1)  Lottery:  At  the  initial  offering  of  affordable  units  in  a  housing  project,  the  Mayor's  Office  of 
Housing  must  require  the  use  of  a  public  lottery  approved  by  MOH  to  select  purchasers  or 
tenants.  The  Mayor's  Office  of  Housing  shall  also  hold  a  general  public  lottery  and  maintain 
and  utilize  a  list  generated  from  this  lottery  or  utilize  a  list  generated  from  a  recent  lottery  at 
another  similar  housing  project  to  fill  spaces  in  units  that  become  available  for  re-sale  or 
occupancy  in  any  housing  project  subject  to  this  Ordinance  after  the  initial  offering.  The  list 
shall  be  updated  from  time  to  time  but  in  no  event  less  than  annually  to  insure  that  it  remains 
cun-ent. 

(2)  Preferences:  The  Mayor's  Office  of  Housing  shall  create  a  lottery  system  that  gives 
preference  to  people  who  live  or  work  in  San  Francisco.  MOH  shall  propose  policies  and 
procedures  for  implementing  this  preference  to  the  Planning  Commission  for  inclusion  in  the 
Procedures  Manual.  Othen/vise,  it  is  the  policy  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  to  treat  all 
households  equally  in  allocating  affordable  units  under  this  Program. 

(f)  Affordable  units  constnjcted  under  Section  315.5  shall  not  have  received  development 
subsidies  from  any  Federal,  State  or  local  program  established  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
affordable  housing,  and  shall  not  be  counted  to  satisfy  any  affordable  housing  requirement  for 
the  off-site  development. 
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(g)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  Section  315.5(f)  above,  a  developer  may  use  California 
Debt  Limit  Allocation  Committee  (CDLAC)  tax-exempt  bonds  to  help  fund  its  obligations  under 
this  ordinance  as  long  as  it  provides  20  percent  of  the  units  as  affordable  at  50  percent  of  area 
median  income  for  on-site  housing  or  25  percent  of  the  units  as  affordable  at  50  percent  of 
area  median  income  for  off-site  housing.  Except  as  provided  in  this  subsection,  all  units 
provided  under  this  Section  must  meet  all  of  the  requirements  of  this  ordinance  and  the 
Procedures  Manual  for  either  on-  or  off-site  housing. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


Susan  Cleveland-Knowles 
Deputy  City  Attorney 
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Ordinance  amending  Section  315.5  of  the  Planning  Code  to  provide  that  tv/enty-five  percent  of  off-stte 
units  given  site  permits  annually  may  be  built  outside  of  the  currently-required  one-mile  radius  from 
the  market-rate  project,  and  to  provide  that  off-site  units  cannot  be  located  in  industrially-zoned  areas 
or  within  a  quarter  mile  of  developments  containing  200  or  more  publicly-ovi'ned  and  operated 
affordable  housing  developments. 
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Ayes:  7  -  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Sandoval 
Noes:  4  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Maxwell,  Peskin 

August  12,  2008  Board  of  Supervisors  —  FINALLY  PASSED 

Ayes:  8  -  Chu,  Daly,  Dufty,  Elsbemd,  McGoldrick,  Mirkarimi,  Peskin,  Sandoval 
Noes:  3  -  Alioto-Pier,  Ammiano,  Maxwell 


City  and  County  of  San  Francisco 


I 


Printed  at  11:39  A\f  on  i-JJVS 


File  No.  080282  I  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  Ordinance 
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Angela  Calvillo 
Clerk  of  the  Board 
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Amendment  of  the  whole 
in  cotnmittee.  07/30/08 


FILE  NO.  080830 


ORDINANCE  NO.  H  9 -  O 


[Pre-Tax  Commuter  Benefits  for  Qualifying  Transit  ] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  by  adding  a  new  Section 
421  to  require  San  Francisco  employers  to  offer  commuter  benefits  to  encourage 
employees  to  use  public  transit  or  van  pools;  to  authorize  the  Department  of  the 
Environment  to  implement  an  Emergency  Ride  Home  program;  and  making 
environmental  findings. 


Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1.  Findings.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  finds  and  declares: 

(a)  San  Francisco  is  committed  to  protecting  the  public  health,  safety,  welfare  and 
environment.  Air  pollution  is  one  of  the  major  public  health  threats  in  San  Francisco  and 
contributes  to  asthma  and  other  respiratory  diseases.  Encouraging  commuters  to  use  public 
transit  and  vanpools  to  reach  their  place  of  employment  will  reduce  air  pollution  from  private 
cars. 

(b)  In  1971,  San  Francisco  adopted  a  Transit  First  policy  to  guide  its  land  use 
decisions.  Encouraging  more  commuters  to  use  public  transit  furthers  the  City's  goals  to 
maximize  the  public's  use  of  public  transit. 

(c)  Existing  Federal  Tax  law,  26  U.S.C.  §  132(f)  [Internal  Revenue  Code],  allows 
employers  and  employees  to  reduce  the  cost  of  public  transit  by  enabling  employers  to  deduct 
as  a  business  expense,  qualified  transportation  benefits  that  the  employer  provides  for 
employees'  persona/ transportation  costs  for  commuting  to  and  from  work,  or  by  allowing 
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employees  to  elect  to  purchase  qualifying  transit  passes  or  reimbursement  for  vanpooi  rides 
with  pre-tax  dollars. 

(d)  The  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  currently  offers  its  30,000  City  employees 
the  opportunity  to  elect  to  use  pre-tax  dollars  to  purchase  qualifying  transit  passes  and  van 
pool  transit  through  an  Internal  Revenue  Code  section  132(f)  qualified  Transit  Benefit 
Program. 

(e)  The  Department  of  the  Environment  currently  administers  a  grant-based 
Emergency  Ride  Home  Program,  funded  by  grants  from  the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality 
Management  District's  Transportation  Fund  for  Clean  Air  and  the  San  Francisco 
Transportation  Authority,  that  removes  a  major  barrier  to  using  public  transit  or  van  pools  by 
reimbursing  transit  and  vanpooi  users  for  taxi  fares,  car  rental  or  similar  expenses  they  incur 
to  retum  home  for  a  family  emergency,  or  other  urgent,  unanticipated  situation. 

(f)  The  San  Francisco  Department  of  the  Environment  can  assist  employers  in 
offering  commuter  benefits  through  its  commuter  benefits  hotline,  fact  sheets,  and  other 
technical  assistance. 

(g)  Commuter  benefits  programs  will  help  the  City  achieve  its  goal  to  reduce  C02 
emissions  within  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  to  20%  below  1990  levels  by  the  year 
2012. 

Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Environment  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  a  new 
Section  421 ,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.42L  COMMUTER  BENEFITS  PROGRAM, 
(a)  Definitions. 

Whenever  used  in  this  Section,  the  following  terms  shall  have  the  meanings  set  forth  below. 
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(1)  "Alternative  Commute  Mode"  shall  mean  public  transit  (bus,  train,  ferry,  etc.).  vanpool. 
carpool  {including  "casual  carpool"),  bicyclins.  and  walking. 

(2)  "City  "  shall  mean  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco. 

(3)  "Covered  Employee  "  shall  mean  any  person  who: 

(A)  Performed  an  average  of  at  least  eight  (8)  XQnJ^3Xhours  of  work  per  week 
for  compensation  within  the  geographic  boundaries  of  San  Francisco  for  his  or  her  thg  same 
employer  within  the  previous  calendar  month:  and 

(B)  Qualifies  as  an  employee  entitled  to  payment  of  a  minimum  wa^e  from  the 
employer  under  the  California  minimum  wase  law,  as  provided  under  Section  1197  of  the  California 
Labor  Code  and  wage  orders  published  by  the  California  Industrial  Welfare  Commission,  or  is  a 
participant  in  a  Welfare-to-Work Program. 

(4)  "Covered  Employer"  shall  mean  an  employer  for  which  an  average  of  twenty  (20)  or 
more  persons  per  week  perform  work  for  compensation.  In  determining  the  number  of  persons 
performing  work  for  an  employee  employer  during  a  siven  week,  all  persom  performing  work  for 
compensation  on  a  full-time,  part-time  or  temporary  basis,  including  those  who  perform  work  outside 
of  the  geographic  boundaries  of  San  Francisco,  shall  be  counted,  including  persons  made  available  to 
work  through  the  services  of  a  temporary  services  or  staffns  agency  or  similar  entity. 

(5)  "Employer"  shall  mean  any  person,  as  defined  in  Section  18  of  the  California  Labor 
Code,  including  corporate  officers  or  executives,  who  directly  or  indirectly,  or  through  an  agent  or  any 
other  person,  including  except  through  the  services  of  a  temporary  services  or  staffing  agency'  or 
similar  entity,  employs  or  exercises  control  over  the  wages,  hours  or  working  conditions  of  an 
employee.  "Employer"  shall  not  include  any  qoyernmental  entity. 

(6)  "Transit  Pass"  shall  mean  any  pass,  token,  fare  card,  voucher  or  similar  item  entitling  a 
person  to  transportation  on  public  transit  within  the  meaning  of  26  U.S.C.  §  132(f)(5)(A),  as  the 
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Federal  law  may  be  amended  from  time  to  time,  includins  but  not  limited  to.  travel  by  ferry,  bus, 
trolley,  streetcar,  lisht  rail  or  train  by  MUNI.  BART.  AMTRAK.  CALTRAIN.  SAMTRANS  or  GOLDEN 
GATE  TRANSIT. 

(7)  "Transportation  Benefit  Program  "  shall  mean  the  program  set  forth  in  Sections  41 0(b)- 
410(d)  of  this  Ordinance. 

(8)  "  Vanpool "  shall  mean  a  'commuter  highway  vehicle '  within  the  meanins  of  26  U.S.  C.  § 
132(f)(5)(B),  as  the  federal  law  may  be  amended  from  time  to  time,  which  currently  means  any  highway 
vehicle: 

(A)  the  seating  capacity  of  which  is  at  least  6  adults  (not  includins  the  driver),  and 

(B)  at  least  80%  of  the  mileage  use  of  which  can  reasonably  be  expected  to  be  (i)  for 
the  purpose  of  transporting  employees  in  connection  with  travel  between  their  residences  and  their 
place  of  employment:  and  (ii)  on  trips  during  which  the  number  of  employees  transported  for  such 
purposes  is  at  least  V2  of  the  seating  capacity  of such  vehicle  (not  including  the  driver). 

(b)      Transportation  Benefits  Program. 

No  later  than  120  days  after  the  effective  date  of  this  Ordinance,  all  Covered  Employers  shall 
provide  at  least  one  of  the  following  transportation  benefit  programs  to  Covered  Employees: 

(1)  A  Pre-Tax  Election:  A  program,  consistent  with  26  U.S.C.  .§  132(f),  allowing 
employees  to  elect  to  exclude  from  taxable  wages  and  compensation,  employee  commuting  costs 
incurred  for  transit  passes  or  vanpool  charges  (but  not  for  parking),  up  to  maximum  level  allowed  by 
federal  tax  law,  26  U.S.C.  132  (f)(2),  which  presently  is  one  hundred  and  ten  dollars  per  month  ($110): 

(2)  Employer  Paid  Benefit:  A  program  whereby  the  employer  supplies  a  transit  pass 
for  the  public  transit  system  requested  by  each  Covered  Employee  or  reimbursement  for  equivalent 
vanpool  charges  at  least  equal  in  value  to  the  purchase  price  ofB  monthly  MUNI  Fast  Pass  the 
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appropriate  benefit,  which  shall  not  exceed  the  cost  of  an  adult  San  Frandaoo  MUNI  Fast 
Pass,  which  presently  is  $45;  or 

(3)  Employer  Provided  Transit:  Transportation  furnished  by  the  employer  at  no  cost 
to  the  covered  employee  in  a  vanpool  or  bus,  or  similar  multi-passenger  vehicle  operated  by  or  for  the 
employer. 

(c)      Administration  and  Enforcement 

(1)  The  Director  of  the  Department  of  the  Environment,  in  consultation  with  the  San 
Francisco  Office  of  Labor  Standards  Enforcement  shall  promulgate  ndes  and  regulations  to  implement 
the  Transportation  Benefits  Proeram.  Such  rules  and  regulations  shall,  to  the  extent  consistent  with 
this  Ordinance,  conform  to  IRS  regulations  under  26  U.S.C.  ^  J 32(0.  and  rules  for  the  Cit\'  's  Paid  Sick 
Leave  Ordinance,  Administrative  Code  Section  12W and  Health  Care  Security  Ordinance. 
Administrative  Code  Chapter  14. 

(2)  The  Department  of  the  Environment  shall  maintain  an  education  and  advice 
program  to  assist  employers  with  meeting  the  requirements  of  the  Transit  Benefit  Program. 

(3)  Any  Covered  Employer  who  fails  to  offer  at  least  one  transportation  benefit 
prosrams  to  Covered  Employees  as  required  by  Section  421(b)  shall  he  guilty  of  an  infraction.  If 
charged  as  an  infraction,  upon  conviction  thereo  f  said  person  shall  be  punished  by  (A)  a  fine  not 
exceeding  $100.00  for  a  first  violation,  (B)  a  fine  not  exceeding  $200.00  for  a  second  violation  within 
the  same  year,  and  (C)  a  fine  not  exceeding  $500.00  for  each  additional  violation  within  the  same  year. 

(4)  The  Director  of  the  Departmefit  of  the  Environment,  or  his  or  her  designee,  may 
issue  administrative  citations  to  any  Covered  Employer  who  fails  to  provide  at  least  one  transportation 
benefit  programs  to  Covered  Employees  as  required  by  Section  421(b).  San  Francisco  Administrative 
Code  Chapter  100,  "Procedures  Governing  the  Imposition  of  Administrative  Fines.  "  is  hereby 
incorporated  in  its  entirety  and  shall  govern  the  amount  of  fees  and  the  procedure  for  imposition. 
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enforcement,  collection,  and  administrative  review  of  administrative  citations  issued  to  enforce  this 
Section  184.77. 

(5)       The  City  may  not  recover  both  administrative  and  civil  penalties  for  the  same 
violation.  Penalties  collected  under  this  Chapter,  which  may  include  recovery  of  enforcement  costs, 
shall  be  used  to  fund  implementation  and  enforcement  of  the  Transportation  Benefits  Program, 
(d)      Emer2encv  Ride  Home  Prosram. 

The  Department  of  the  Environment  is  hereby  authorized  to  establish  an  Emergency  Ride  Home 
Prosram  and,  to  the  extent  funding  is  available  from  the  Bay  Area  Air  Quality  Management  District 's 
Transportation  Fund  for  Clean  Air,  the  San  Francisco  Transportation  Authority,  or  other  sources,  to 
reimburse  persons  who  commute  to  worksites  in  San  Francisco  usins  an  alternative  commute  mode,  for 
transportation  costs  to  return  home,  or  to  a  transit  spot  or  remotely  parked  car,  where  such  costs 
resulting  from  an  illness  or  emergency  of  the  commuter  or  immediate  family,  or  other  verifiable, 
unexpected  events  out  of  the  commuter's  control.  The  Department  of  the  Environment  shall  adopt  rules 
and  regulations  to  implement  this  prosram. 

Section  3.  Miscellaneous 

(a)     Severability.  If  any  section,  subsection,  sentence,  clause,  or  phrase  of  this 
Ordinance  is  for  any  reason  held  to  be  invalid  or  unconstitutional  by  a  decision  of  any  court  of 
competent  jurisdiction,  such  decision  shall  not  affect  the  validity  of  the  remaining  portions  of 
the  Ordinance.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  hereby  declares  that  it  would  have  passed  this 
Ordinance  and  each  and  every  section,  subsection,  sentence,  clause,  or  phrase  not  declared 
invalid  or  unconstitutional  without  regard  to  whether  any  portion  of  this  Ordinance  would  be 
subsequently  declared  invalid  or  unconstitutional. 
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(b)  No  Conflict  With  Federal  Or  State  Law.  Nothing  in  this  Ordinance  shall  be 
interpreted  or  applied  so  as  to  create  any  requirement,  power  or  duty  in  conflict  with  any 
federal  or  state  law. 

(c)  Undertaking  for  the  General  Welfare.  In  undertaking  the  implementation  of  this 
Ordinance,  the  City  is  assuming  an  undertaking  only  to  promote  the  general  welfare.  It  is  not 
assuming,  nor  is  it  imposing  on  its  officer  and  employees,  an  obligation  for  breach  of  which  it 
is  liable  in  money  damages  to  any  person  who  claims  that  such  breach  proximately  caused 
injury. 

Section  4.  Environmental  Findings. 

The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplated  in  this 
Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  et  seq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the 
Board  of  Supervisors  in  File  No.  ^^^^^^  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 

APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM: 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


CATHARINE  S.  BARNES 
Deputy  City  Attomey 
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AMENDMENT  OF  THE  WHOLE 

8/4/08 


FILE  NO.  080691  ORDINANCE  NO.  1  00  -  0^ 

[Zoning  -  HOPE  SF  Hunters  View  SUD  and  the  40/65-X  Height  and  Bulk  District.] 

Ordinance  amending  the  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  by  adding  Section  263.20  to 

establish  special  exceptions  for  heights  within  the  HOP^SF  Hunters  View  Special  Use 

District  and  the  40/65-X  Height  and  Bulk  District,  allowing  residential  buildings  with 

conditional  use  authorization  pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Sections  303  and  304  to  have 

a  maximum  height  of  65  feet;  adopting  environmental  findings,  Section  302  findings, 

and  findings  of  consistency  with  the  General  Plan  and  the  Priority  Policies  of  Planning 

Code  Section  101.1. 

Note:  Additions  are  single-underline  italics  Times  New  Roman; 

deletions  are  stnkcthfough  italics  Times  New  Roman . 
Board  amendment  additions  are  double  underlined. 
Board  amendment  deletions  are  strikothrough  normal. 

Be  it  ordained  by  the  People  of  the  City  and  County  of  San  Francisco: 
Section  1 .  Findings. 

(a)  Pursuant  to  Planning  Code  Section  302,  this  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  this 
ordinance  will  serve  the  public  necessity,  convenience  and  welfare  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in 

Planning  Commission  Resolution  No.        11^20  ^       incorporates  such  reasons 

herein  by  reference.  A  copy  of  the  Planning  Commission  resolution  is  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of 
the  Board  of  Supen/isors  in  File  No.  Q^Q^^i 

(b)  This  Board  of  Supervisors,  having  reviewed  the  proposed  legislation  after  public 
testimony,  finds  and  declares  that  this  ordinance  is  in  conformity  with  the  General  Plan  and 
with  the  Priority  Policies  of  Planning  Code  Section  101.1  for  the  reasons  set  forth  in  Planning 

Commission  Resolution  No.       ^^^^Q  ,  and  hereby  adopts  and  incorporates  those 

reasons  by  reference. 
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 (o)  The  Planning  Department  has  determined  that  the  actions  contemplatod  in  thic 

Ordinance  are  in  compliance  with  the  California  Environmental  Quality  Act  (California  Public 
Resources  Code  sections  21000  ot  soq.).  Said  determination  is  on  file  with  the  Clork  of  the 
Board  of  Supen/isors  in  File  No.  and  is  incorporated  herein  by  roforonco. 

(c)     The  Board  of  Supen/isors  makes  the  following  findings  in  compliance  with  the 
California  Environmental  Quality  Act  ("CEQA").  California  Public  Resources  Code  Section 
21000  et  sec,  the  CEQA  Guidelines.  14  Cal.  Code  of  Regulations  Sections  150Q0  et  see. 
("CEQA  Guidelines"),  and  San  Francisco  Administrative  Code  Chapter  31  ("Chapter  31"). 

(i)      On  June  12.  2008.  the  Planning  Commission,  bv  Motion  No.  17617  certified  the 
completion  of  the  Final  Environmental  Impact  Report  ("Final  EIR")  for  the  HOPE  SF  Hunters 
View  Redevelopment  Proiect  ("Proiect").  and  found  such  Final  El R  to  be  in  compliance  with 
CEQA  and  the  CEQA  Guidelines.  On  June  12.  2008.  the  Planning  Commission  adopted 
Motion  Nos.  17618  and  17621.  adopting  CEQA  findings  and  approving  the  Project.  Motion 
No.  17621  contained  the  Statement  of  Overriding  Considerations  and  incorporated  a 
Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  as  approval  conditions  pursuant  to  CEQA.  which 
are  hereby  incorporated  bv  reference.  The  Planning  Commission  Motions  Nos.  17617.  17618 
and  17621.  including  the  Mitigation  Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  and  the  Statement  of 
Overriding  Considerations  with  respect  to  the  Proiect.  and  all  documents  related  thereto,  are 
either  in  the  files  of  the  City  Planning  Department,  as  the  custodian  of  records,  at  1660 
Mission  Street  in  San  Francisco,  or  on  file  with  the  Clerk  of  the  Board  of  Supervisors  in  File 
No.  080691  and  are  incorporated  herein  bv  reference- 
Hi)     The  Board  of  Supervisors  has  reviewed  and  considered  the  Final  EIR  and  the 
environmental  documents  on  file  referred  to  herein.  The  Board  of  Supervisors  has  reviewed 
and  considered  the  CEQA  Findings  adopted  by  the  Planning  Commission  on  June  12.  2008. 
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with  respect  to  the  Project,  as  well  as  the  environmental  findings,  including  the  Mitigation 
Monitoring  and  Reporting  Program  and  Statement  of  QyeriLdjna.Coasjderati9ns  adopted  bv 
the  Planning  Commission  on  such  date,  and  determined  that  said  findings  remain  valid  for  the 
actions  contemplated  in  this  Ordinance. 

(iii)  The  Board  herebv  adopts  as  its  own  and  incorporates  the  CEQA  Findjngg 
contained  in  Planning  Commission  Motion  Nos.  17617.  17618  and  17621.  by  reference  as 
though  such  findings  were  fullv  set  forth  in  this  Ordinance. 

(iv)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  endorses  the  implementation  of  the  mitigation 
measures  identified  in  the  Planning  Commission's  CEQA  Findings  for  implementation  bv  other 
City  Departments  and  recommends  for  adoption  those  mitigation  measures  that  ar^ 
enforceable  bv  agencies  other  than  Citv  agencies,  all  as  set  forth  in  the  CEQA  Finding?, 
including  the  mitigation  monitoring  and  reporting  program  contained  in  the  referenced  CEQA 
Findings. 

(v)  The  Board  of  Supervisors  finds  that  no  substantial  changes  have  occurred  in  tfjg 
Project  proposed  for  approval  under  this  Ordinance  that  will  require  revisions  in  the  Final  EIR 
due  to  the  lack  of  new  significant  environmental  effects  or  a  substantial  increase  in  the 
severitv  of  previously  identified  significant  effects,  no  substantial  changes  have  occurred  with 
respect  to  the  circumstances  under  which  the  Project  proposed  for  approval  under  the 
Ordinance  are  undertaken  which  will  require  significant  revisions  to  the  Final  EIR  due  to  the 
lack  of  new  environmental  effects  or  a  substantial  increase  in  the  severitv  of  effects  identified 
in  the  Final  EIR  and  no  new  information  of  substantial  importance  to  the  Project  as  Pfoposed 
for  approval  in  the  Ordinance  has  become  available  which  indicates  that  (1 )  the  Prpject  will 
have  significant  effects  not  discussed  in  the  Final  EIR,  (2)  significant  environmental  effects  will 
be  substantially  more  severe.  (3)  mitigation  measure  or  altematives  found  not  feasible  which 
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would  reduce  one  or  more  significant  effects  have  become  feasible  or  (4)  mitigation  measures 


or  alternatives  whicli  are  considerably  different  from  those  in  the  Final  EIR  would  substantially 


reduce  one  or  more  significant  effects  on  the  environment.  The  only  revision  that  needs  to  be 


made  to  the  Final  EIR  concerns  a  small  typographical  error  in  the  document's  Table  of 


Contents,  which  in  Section  I.C  of  the  Summary  should  state  that  the  Mitigation  and 


Improvement  Measures  start  at  page  183  instead  of  180. 


Section  2.  The  San  Francisco  Planning  Code  is  hereby  amended  by  adding  Section 
263.20,  to  read  as  follows: 

SEC.  263.20.  Special  Exceptions:  HOPE-^f  Hunters  View  Special  Use  District  and  the 
40/65-X Hei2ht  and  Bulk  District. 


(a)      General.  In  the  HOPE  SF  Hunters  View  Special  Use  District  and  the  40/65-X Height 


and  Bulk  District,  exceptions  to  the  404oot  base  height  up  to  65  feet  may  be  approved  by  the  Planning 


Commission,  in  appropriate  cases,  as  part  of  a  Planned  Unit  Development,  and  as  provided  herein. 


(b)      Purpose,  The  San  Francisco  Housing  Authority,  in  partnership  with  the  San  Francisco 


Redevelopment  Asency,  proposes  to  demolish  the  existing  public  housing  on  the  HOPE  SF  Hunters 


View  site  and  to  develop  a  mixture  of  public  housing,  affordable  rental  and  ownership  housing,  and 


market-rate  housing  to  replace  it.  It  is  anticipated  that  the  project  will  be  developed  in  multiple  phases. 


Proceeds  from  the  sale  of  the  market  rate  units  will  be  used  to  cross-collateralize  the  construction  of 


the  public  housing  and  rental  units.  In  order  to  achieve  a  successful  program,  the  density  of  the  HOPE 


SF  Hunters  View  site  will  be  increased  from  267  units  to  up  to  800  units.  Due  to  the  difficult 
topography  of  the  site,  such  density  cannot  be  achieved  without  an  increase  in  the  height  limit  for  the 


site. 

 (c)      Height  Exceptions.  Such  height  exceptions  may  be  permitted  provided  that  the  following 


criteria,  in  addition  to  those  stated  in  Section  303(c),  are  met: 
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 (1)       The  height  of  the  buildins  or  structure  so  approved  by  the  Plannins  Commission  does 

not  exceed  65  feet. 

 (2)       The  principal  use  of  the  buildins  or  structure  for  which  the  additional  height  is  sought  is 

residential. 

 (3)       The  additional  height  will  not  add  significant  shadows  on  property'  under  the 

Jurisdiction  of  the  Recreation  and  Park  Commission  pursuant  to  Section  295. 

 (4)       The  development  as  a  whole,  and  any  building  or  structure  that  is  over  40  feet,  provides 

an  appropriate  transition  to  adjacent  higher  or  lower  buildings  or  structures. 

 (5)       No  more  than  35%  of  the  sross  area  of  the  site  will  contain  buildings  or  structures 

exceeding  50  feet  in  height  and  no  more  than  50%  of  the  gross  area  of  the  site  will  contain  buildings  or 
structures  exceeding  40  feet  in  height,  as  measured  pursuant  to  Section  304(d)(6).  Building  heights  in 
excess  of  40  feet  shall  only  be  allowed  in  accordance  with  a  Design  for  Development  or  other  design 
guidelines  approved  by  the  Planning  Commission  as  a  part  of  a  Planned  Unit  Development.  H^tere 
such  a  Design  for  Development  or  other  design  guidelines  is  approved  as  part  of  a  Planned  Unit 
Development  and  provides  more  stringent  restrictions  on  the  amount  of  site  area  that  can  contain 
buildings  over  40  feet  than  set  forth  in  this  subsection  (5).  the  said  Design  for  Development  or  design 
guidelines  shall  govern. 


APPROVED  AS  TO  FORM; 
DENNIS  J.  HERRERA,  City  Attorney 


By: 


ANDREW 
Deputy  Gi 
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Printed  at  4:05  PM  on  8/13/08 
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